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Mr. BAYARD. 
anybody. 

Mr. DIXON. I do not mean to say that the 
Senator casts suspicion on anybody; but his argu- 
ment is directly at war with the idea that the com- 
mittees have done theirduty. There is something 
iy the manner, something in the tone of the Sen- 

tor, which strikes at the propriety of the action 
of our committees, and which is calculated to make 
an impression on the Senate that the report made 

y the committee, in this case, is not founded on 
the facts; or that the committee is so obtuse in its 
nerceptions of what is right, resulting from the 
testimony, that it is wholly incapable of arriving 


[ have cast no suspicion upon 


at anything like a correct conclusion; and that its | 
members are improper judges of what should be | 
cannot | 
inderstand the Senator’s argument as meaning | 


ascertained from that testimony. You 
anything else. 

Nor, sir, can J admit the honorable Senator’s 
argument in another view of it, viz: that this body 
is passing claims which have no merit in them. 
Itis a fact, which cannot be disputed, that this 


Government, instead of doing justice to claimants, | 
is too frequently in the habit of withholding jus- | 


tice from them. Instead of coming to the rescue 
f those who have claims on her, she tramples 
their petitions under foot, and treats the petition- 
ers as unworthy of the aid or assistance of the 
Government they may have served. You have 
but to look to the history of the past; you have 
but to look to petition after petition, and memorial 


after memorial,presented here by the revolutionary | 


soldiers and their descendants, and there you find 


that the Government, instead of acting upon the | 


principles which the Senator seems to attribute to 


it, has acted upon motives of parsimony, regard- 
less of justice, defiant of all the great principles | 
which should influence governments which act 

It has, in fact, looked | 
rather at the dollars and cents, than to meting out 
justice to those who have been foremost in sus- | 


ipon great patriotic ideas. 
taining the great oe upon which all our 
rights are dependent 


the Government, in 
f its citizens. 


assing laws for the benefit 
God knows how many bills are 


now upon the table, how many petitions are be- | 


fore your committees, how many reports have 
been made in favor of the petitioners? 
have they lingered here in the Senate, and how 
have they been delayed after passing this body? 


Poor claimants may be suffering, yea, almost | 
erishing, for the want of that attention which | 


should be given to their claims, some of which 
appeal in powerful language to the heart of every 
man who loves justice, and is grateful to those 


who assisted in defending the rights and interests | 


f the country. 


I shall, Mr. President, vote for the return of | 


this bill, not because I am satisfied that the vote 
which I gave yesterday was not correct, but be- 
ause I think itdue to the Senator from Delaware, 
if he desires to investigate the testimony upon 
which the report has been founded, that he should 
have the opportunity of doing so. It is due to 


me, too, because my opinion is predicated upon || 
That report establishes two facts: || 


the report. 


First, that the petitioner was employed—which 
was, to all intents and purposes, an employment 


binding, in my opinion, upon the honor of this || 


country—by one of the Departments of the Gov- 
ernment, to make the experiment which was made 
of water-rotting hemp. He did make it; the com- 
mittee report that he made it; and they report, not 
only that he made it, but that, in the making of 
it, he expended a vast amount of money, so as to 


ruin and bankrupt him. The committee report | 


another fact—that the commissioners who were 
ppointed by the Government to receive the hemp, 
and to determine whether or not it was such as, 
under the contract, he was bound to deliver, did 
fot act upon fair and correct principles—that the 
hemp strictly came up to the contract—but yet it 
was rejected. 


These are the facts which are reported. Now, 
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; I have not found that | 
looseness, which the Senator seems to attribute to | 


How, sir, | 


| examination of claims here. 





myself to determine. All I know is that they 
are so reported. The Senator thinks he can prove 
that the facts are not so; that he can prove that 
the report itself is not properly founded. If that 
is the case, | shall change my vote. If the Senator 
can demonstrate those facts to me—and I| assure 
him that I at least am open to conviction—I shall 
most unquestionably retrace my steps and vote 
differently from what I have done. On the other 
hand, I shall not agree with the Senator, that this 
is & mere gratuity. I do not place it upon any 
such ground. I do not believe in its being a gra- 
tuity. The Government either did, or did not 
employ this man. If it did, and it agreed to re- 
ceive the hemp, and then acted in bad faith in not 
receiving it, and if he was thereby subjected to 
loss, I say it is a violation of a contract between 
the Government and the citizen, and to compen- 
sate him ie only in accordance with the great 
principles upon which courts act, and upon which 


| Justice is administered. For these reasons, I shall | 


vote to bring the bill back to the Senate. Then I 
shall vote to reconsider it. If gentlemen do not 
prefer to argue the merits of the bill on the motion 
to reconsider, which | understand they have a 


| right to do, I will vote to reconsider it with the 


view that they shall have a full opportunity of 
arguing the merits of the bill. 

Mr. BAYARD. Me. President, | am sorry to 
trespass on the time of the Senate, but | owe it to 
myself to make an explanation in reference to the 
remarks of the Senator from Kentucky. I cer- 
tainly did not mean to say, for one moment, that 
in reference to revolutionary claims against this 
Government, Congress had been over liberal. I 
am not aware that I have been inclined to oppose 
any general law in reference to compensation for 
revolutionary services, or any other provision in 
the nature of a gratuity for services rendered to the 
Government, not constituting in themselves a legal 
obligation. Fora general law, | would go almost as 
far as any man; but | am opposed to this system 
of special legislation. In this case, as between the 
honorable Senator from Kentucky and myself, 


there is a difference of opinion, which depends upon | 


investigation. I have not taken much pains to ex- 
amine them, but after the experience which I have 
had I must say, that I have not been able to see 
any thing like a denial of justice to private claim- 
ants against the Treasury of the United States; 
but that, on the contrary, nine cases out of ten 


| that have been passed, ought never to have been 


passed. There may have been some cases of a 


refusal to do justice, but, as a general rule, if that | 
| Senator will take the trouble to examine a book 
which has been recently printed by order of the | 


Senate, the List of Claims, as it is called, and will 
go through the reports upon them to the extent 
that [I have done, he will 


find that three or four adverse reports generally 


insure it to him, and that the result is this: that | 
as between the Government and the claimant, the | 


decision of the Senate has no finality when it is in 


favor of the Government; but when it is in favor | 


of the claimant it is final, and the money is paid. 
The result is that you always indicate to parties 
that they may. come forward with further evidence, 
and if they nd that the Senate, at that particular 
time, is composed of members indisposed to pass 
such claims, they wait for four, or six, or eight, 


| or ten years, if necessary, and then, when alli 


memory of the transaction is gone, they again 


| bring forward the claim and it is allowed. 
And further, it seems to me the more remote a | 
_ claim,is, and the less means we have of acquiring 


a knowledge of the facts, the more certain it is to 
pass this body. This has been the result of my 
We pride ourselves 
on our simplicity and purity, and republicanism; 
but I believe we are the only Government in the 
world that passes private claims in the manner we 


nd, that where there | 
| has only been persistency enough on the part of 
| the claimant, although there may have been one, 
| two, three, or four, or even six adverse reports 
| against the claim, he always ultimately gets it. I 


for the purpose of deciding rights between man 
and man, would be laughed to scorn in any court 
of justice in the world; and yet, as between a 
claimant and the public, it is considered all-suffi- 
cient for the purpose of disgorging from the Treas- 
ury in favor of theman who has the most sagacity 
in procuring the evidence, and having ¢ partial 
representation of his case as against even the in- 
dividual claimant who, with more modesty, may 
have less energy in order to have explanations 
made. That is my experience. 

The motion to direct the Secretary to request the 
return of the bill from the House of Representa- 
tives was agreed to, 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. WELLER. This has resulted just as I 
expected. We have spent two or three hours in 
the discussion of a question about which there 
was no difficulty. I was anxious that my friend 
from Delaware should have a full opportunity of 
speaking. I think he has been gratified. I now 
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Executive business. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Senate accordingly proceeded to the con- 
sideration of Executive business; and, after some 
time spent therein, the doors were reopened, and 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wepnespay, May 10, 1854. 
The House met at the usual hour. 
Rev. Henry Siicer. 


The Journalof yesterday was read and approved, 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I intend before I take 


my seat to move that the Elouse resolve itself inte 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. Before doing so, however, I desire to 
notify the House that it is my intention to-mor- 
row to introduce a resolution terminating the de- 
bate upon the bill to organize the Territories of 
Kansas and Nebraska. 

Several Memspers. At what time? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. To-morrow morning. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, and other Mem- 
bers. When do you propose to close the debate? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. In reply to the inter- 
rogatories made by gentlemen, | have to state 
that the time at which I shall prepose to terminate 
debate will depend upon the opponents of the bill. 
If they show a disposition to goon and debate it, 
I am disposed to allow the utmost time that will 
be possible, in order to havea final vote on the 
bill before the special order takes precedence of it 
If they do not show such a disposition, then |} 
shall take it for granted that they do not desire 
further debate, and shali move to terminate it at the 
earliest hour. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. | hope the gentleman from 


Pra yer by 


|| Illinois will allow me to ask him a question, as 


probably this is all irregular. He says “ if the 

opponents of this bill show a disposition to debate 

the bill.”” What is meant by that? Does he ex 
ect us to continue in session here for ten or eleven 
ours? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I cannot yield for further 
| inquiries. I move that the rules be suspended, 
| and that the House resolve itself into the Commit 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I hope, as this is an im- 
portant question 

The SPEAKER. Is it the pleasure of the 
House that the gentleman from Ohio be allowed 
to proceed ¢ 

r. HAMILTON. 1 object, and call for -a 

vote on the motion of the gentleman from Illi 
nois. 

The SPEAKER. Then debate is not in order 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Is objection made? 

The SPEAKER. The gentlenian from Mary- 





|| land (Mr. Hamitow] objects. 


| Mr. CAMPBELL. After what has taken 
|| place; after the gentleman from Illinois has been 


do, and on the species of evidence we do—a spe || allowed to go on and make his statement, surely, 
whether they be true or not, I shall not takeupon || cies of evidence to which, if you were to resort || no one objects to my making an inquiry 
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The SPEAKER. Is it the pleasure of the 
Tlouse that the gentleman from Ohio be allowed 
to proceed ? 

Mr. HAMILTON. I object. 

The question was put on Mr. Ricnarpson’s 
motion; and it was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Orns in the chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of bill No. 236, being a bill to organize 
the Territories of Nebraska and Kansas. 

The CHIAIRMAN. When the committee last 
rose, the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bayty] 
was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, said that as an hour 
was not sufficiently long in which to express his 
views, he should be disposed to generalize them. 
The distinct propositions, and the material ones, 
which, it struck his mind, are involved in this 
discussion, are: First. Are the principles of the 
compromise of 1850, in respect to the Territories, 
the principles of American liberty, and are they 
repugnant to the Missouricompromise? Second. 
If so, ought not Congress, with a view of disem- 
barrassing the court as to ita Intention, so to de- 
clare? and, ‘Third. Is the principle of non-inter- 
vention by Congress embodied by the act of 1850, 
violated by the Badger amendment? 

To make himself properly understood, and to 
present the subject fairly to the committee, he 
reviewed therelations which this Government has 
horne to the question of slavery from the time the 
several States first came together; arguing to show 
that, at different times, the principle of non-inter- 
vention, or leaving the people to judge for them- 
selves, was distinctly declared. The first occasion 
on which the doctrine of non-intervention was 
ever departed from was inthe celebrated Missouri 
controversy, and he defied the historian to show 
to the contrary. 

He traced the progress of the slavery contro- 
versy to a later period; and in the course of his 
remarks, he took issue with gentlemen who had 
maintained that at the time of the passage of the 
compromise of 1850, nobody insisted that it abro- 
gated the Missouri compromise. This was a 
mistake. Over and over again, in presenting this 
subject, both here and elsewhere, he had declared 
that the South had gained by the abrogation of 
the Missouri compromise a better and a truer 
principle. 

Lie related some facts connected with an inter- 
view hetween Mr. Clay and Mr. Ritchie, pending 
the controversy in 1850. The former had insisted 
on retaining the Mexican law, as applicable to the 
territory acquired from Mexico. He, however, 
gave this up, as he (Mr. Bayry) told him it was 
indispensable he should, because, if that law was 
declared by congressional authority, it would be 
virtually the Wilmot proviso. He knew that Mr. 
Clay gave it up, because it interfered with non- 
lntervention. 

Mr. B. proceeded to reply to his colleague, Mr. 
Miiuison; but, before he concluded, the hour to 
which he was limited in debate expired. 

Mr. GROW said that the bill under considera- 
tion provided for the organization of two territo- 
rial governments, to be called Nebraska and Kan- 
sas, embracing, together, about six hundred and 
sixty-five thousand square miles, an area twice as 
large as the original thirteen Colonies; and ex- 
tending from New Mexico to the British posses- 
sions, and from the western limits of Minnesota 
and the States to the Territories of Washington 
and Oregon, and containing four hundred and 
twenty-five millions of acres of land—more than 
a fourth of all the public domain now owned b 
the Government. The provisions of the bit 
were those usually inserted in bills to organize 
territorial governments, with the exception of the 
fourteenth section, which proposed to repeal so 
much of the Missouri compromise as prohibited 
slavery in the territory purchased of France lying 
north of the line of 36° 30’. 

He then stated his objections to the Clayton 
amendment. It having been the policy of the 
Government heretofore to permit all persons 
residing in a Territory who had declared their 
intention to become citizens, to participate in the 
organization of its government, what reason was 
there for their exclusion in the present instance? 
The fact that they were residents of the Territory 
was good evidence that they had settled there 
with the intention of making it their home; and 


the oath in their declaration of intention to be- 
come citizens absolved them from allegiance to 
foreign Powers, and clothed them with nation- 
ality. The Clayton proviso was inconsistent, he 
maintained, with the great principle of self-gov- 
ernment claimed to be embodied in the bill by its 
special advocates. 

Having argued that the organization of these 
Territories was unnecessary, he replied to the ar- 
guments of the unconstitutionality of the Missouri 
compromise of 1820. It was not considered un- 
constitutional at the time of its adoption by gen- 
tlemen from the South; no such objection was 
made to it then. 

He claimed for it no more binding force, save 
the circumstances which surrounded its adoption, 
than attached to any other legislative act of Con- 
gress, and denied that the North had ever aban- 
doned it. Healso argued that slavery can only 
exist through municipal regulation, and quoted 
from decisions of northern as well as southern 
courts to sustain this position. 

Mr. PERKINS, of New York, after a few 
preliminary remarks, asked why there are now 
two acts brought in, instead of one, as heretofore, 
the object at first being to establish merely the 
territorial government of Nebraska? He believed 
that if all the territory should be under one gov- 
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ernment there would be a large portion of the | 


people from the northern States, who do not sub- 
scribe to the doctrine that slavery is the universal 
and common law of the country, and that the col- 
ored man, in order to be entitled to freedom, must 
show the law. 


The intention of these bills was, there should 


be southern judges for the southern Territory, who 
will hold and administer the law as the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Bayty] proclaimed this morn- 
ing; and in the other ‘Territory judges who will 
declare that freedom is the law, and slavery the 
exception. He defied any man to any 
rational reason for the organization of two terri- 
torial governments. In other words, the judges 
are to make the laws. This is the principle on 
which the measure is founded. 

The bill, he contended, does not confer the 
principle of self-government on the people. There 
is almost every oppression enumerated in the De- 


assign 


claration of Independence to be exercised in those | 
Territories—the people are to be taxed, and the | 


Governor is to use his veto. It is the height of 
absurdity to say the people are to rule. It is 
mere declamation and humbug. 

He proceeded to speak on the question of sla- 


very, contending the free colored man is, in sub- | 


stance, a nuisance in a free State, and the exist- 


ence of slavery ina State crushes out white people. | 


He wanted free soil; and therefore opposed the 
repeal of the Missouri compromise. 
Mr. MILLSON. 


explanation. If my colleague, [Mr. Bayty,] 


1 desire only to make a brief | 


instead of replying to an argument of his own } 
creation, had been content to answer that which | 


I had made, perhaps no reply would have been 
necessary from me. 


state my position. 


1 wish only to say that | 
he did not, in his remarks this morning, correctly | 
I have not said that there | 


were laws protecting slavery now existing in | 


the Territory of Nebraska. What I did say no 
gentleman has yet attempted to reply to. All 


who have undertaken to notice my argument, | 


have answered conclusions which they have them- 
selves drawn, and arguments of which they are 
themselves entitled to the exclusive credit. This 
is what I said: 1 was replying-to the statement of 


Mr. Bavcer, who had declared that no laws had | 
ever existed in Nebraska but the old French law | 


and the Missouri compromise. 
‘* These were the only two laws upon the subject, 
the only two laws that had ever been in force. 


He had said: | 


There was a law authorizing slavery when the | 
Territory belonged to France. By the act of 1820 | 


that law was annulled.”’ 

I was replying to this statement, and showing 
that those were not the only two laws that had 
| been in force there. I showed that there were 

other laws—laws passed by Congress and by the 
Territorial Legislature. 1 showed that those laws 
have never been repealed, but only their practical 
| operation confined to particular localities. No 
gentleman has yet undertaken to question those 
statements. 
_ those laws are in force over a portion of the ter- 
| ritory purchased from Louisiana. No gentleman 


I showed, moreover, that some of || 


| 
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has answered that. I say confidently, that no 
gentleman has yet undertaken to answer one ys 
the points that I made, and for which I hold my. 
self responsible. . 

My colleague says that laws are addressed j, 
persons and not to places. That is the very ayoy. 
ment | myself made here four years ago in refer. 
ance to a position assumed by Mr. Webster. Did 
my colleague suppose that I had forgotten my ow, 
views, or that I had madean argument this Session 
in the slightest degree conflicting with that I made 
four years ago? Sir, laws are made for persons 
not places, as I then attempted to show, but fo; 
persons upon and with reference to places. They 
are made for al! persons who now are, or here. 
after may be, within particular localities. Wher. 
ever the jurisdiction of the law-making power ex. 
tends, there the laws apply toall persons who may 
be within it. They apply not only to those wh» 
may be there at the time of the passage of the Jaw 
but to those also who may go there afterwards, By 
going into a place which is within the limits of 4 
particular jurisdiction, they become subject to the 
inws intended to govern persons in such places, 
This ts all | deem it necessary to say in reply to 
my colleague. 

Mr. ELIOT, of Massachusetts, incidentally 
referred to the present fugitive slave law. He 
believed, from the bottom of his heart, that 
the Constitution of the United States never eop- 
ferred upon the General Government the power to 
make such a law as the one now in existence for 
the recovery of fugitives from labor. He, how. 
ever, did not wish to be understood as saying no 
law. Hestood here as the advocate of the prin- 
ciples of freedom against the aggressions of sla- 
very. 

The bill of the Senate stultified the report, ing 
measure. He could only account for this by sup- 
posing that the bill was not agreed upon until after 
the report was submitted. According to the argu- 
ments of the report, the bill should be forthwith 
rejected. Hethen argued at length against the 
repeal of the Missouri compromise. 

Mr. SEWARD did not believe that the Mis- 
souri act, as declared by the bill, was inconsistent 
with the compromise of 1850. Each measure 
stood on its own independent principle. He was 
opposed to the details of the bill, but nevertheless 
would vote for it, as the Badger amendment 
therein would put the Missouri act out of the way. 

Mr. ELLIOTT, of Kentucky, argued against 
the continuance of the Missouri act of 1820), con- 
tending that the North had heretofore refused to 
abide by it. In conclusion, he advocated the doc- 
trine of non-intervention. 

Mr. DOW DELL obtained the floor. 


Mr. BOYCE. I ask the gentleman from South 
Carolina to yield me the floor for the purpose of 
making a personal explanation. [ft will occupy 
but a few minutes. 


Mr. DOWDELL. I will yield the ffoor to the 
gentleman for that purpose. 


Mr. BOYCE. I desire brieffy to make an ex- 
planation of the facts coneerning the visit of Mr 
Hoar to the State of South Carolina, to which the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Exror] re- 
ferred in his speech today. In 1822, when a 
civil insurrection was upon the eve of breaking 
out in South Carolina, and it was discevered that 
free negroes were coming from the West India 
Islands to head that insurrection, it was found 
necessary, for the public safety, to passan act that 
no free negroes should come into that State. _ 

Many years passed along, and the Abolition 
excitement came up, and Massachusetts, which, | 
am sorry to say, has always been found at the 
head of this agitation, sent one of her citizens to 
have the constitutionality of this law tested. As 
soon as Mr. Hoar arrived in the State, he was 
looked upon as a fire-brand, and great public agi- 
tation ensued upon his arrival; but there was 10 
mob violence threatened against him. Some of 
the most respectable citizens of Charieston waited 
upon him, and urged upon him the necessity of 
leaving the State. The manner in which the hon- 


_orable gentleman from Massachusetts referred to 


this matter would lead one to suppose that some 
infuriated mob had forced him to leave the State; 
but the facts of the case present the matter In an 
entirely different light. fe was waited upon by 
soverel teupectibile genthenen of the place, and re- 
quested to leave the city; and he did so. 
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Mr. DICKINSON. I should like to ask the 
ventieman from South Carolina a question. 

° Mr. BOYCE. Iam ready to answer the gen- 
tleman’s question. —— 

Mr. DICKINSON. I should like to ask the 
veitieman from South Carolina whether the muni- 
cipal authorities of Charleston did not notify Mr. 
Hoar that they could not protect him, and they 
would'not insure his safety if he did not leave? 
They allowed him to take his own choice, and so 
he left. 

Mr. BOYCE. I do not know that. I know 
that some gentlemen waited on him at the hotel, 
and represented to him that he had better leave, 
as, though the citizens did not intend to injure him, 
he might be liable to insult and annoyance. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I have got the facts from 
the official report, and | have no doubt it is true. 
] do not wish to have my State improperly repre- 
sented in this matter. 

Some little misunderstanding here took place 
between Mr. Boyce and Mr. Dickinson, as to 
the language used by the latter gentleman. 

Mr. DICKINSON. IL rose to make an inquiry 
of the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr 
Boyce.] I stated the facts from the official report 
of Mr. Hoar, of Massachusetts, which he made 
when he returned. He stated that he was in- 
formed by the authorities of Charleston that he 
could not be protected, and was advised by 
them to leave, because they could not answer for 
his safety if he remained. The gentleman from 
South Carolina replied to my question, substan- 
tially, that he did not understand the facts to be 
so. Sir, there is not a purer man in the United 
States than Mr. Hoar. He is a man for whose 
prudence, and judgment, and candor, every one 
who knows him has respect. He was sent there 
for the purpose of testing the validity of the law 
of South Carolina, which we, in Massachusetts, 
regarded as unconstitutional. He was known to 
be a person who would conduct himself with 
great propriety; and he was only asked to have 
the proper means taken to test the validity of the 
law in the United States courts. But he was 
advised that he could not remain there safely, and | 
that he could not try the case. He came home 
and made that report. I took that report as an 
official report after it had been acted upon. 

Mr. DOW DELL contended that the restriction 
of 1820 was a naked act of arbitrary power un- 
warranted by the Constitution. It was wholly 
indefensible, impolitic, and inexpedient. It was 
forced on the South as the least of two evils, and | 
acquiesced in by them for the sake of peace and | 
harmony. It has been violated over and over 
again by the North, who now advocate its sanctity ; 
but he suggested that it did not become the ag- 
gressors to teach lessons of morality and justice. 

Mr. CARPENTER replied to arguments which 
had been advanced in favor of the bill, which he 
said authorized, not in direct terms, but in effect, 
slavery to creep into this Territory, now free. To 
this he would ever be opposed. 

Mr. TWEED believed the Missouri line is vio- 
lative of the Constitution, a flagrant wrong and 
gross injustices and calculated to produce incaleu- 
lable mischief. A geographical line is wrong in | 
inception, enactment, and enforcement. The Mis- | 
sour line, he repeated, is violative of the Consti- 
tution, because it encroaches on the rights of the 
South, who have an equal share with the North 
in the enjoyment of our domain. By its repeal, 
let us endeavor to make the Union a political para- 
dise, from which we will never be driven, no more | 
to return. He was in favor of the bill, because 
it gives to the people of the Territory the power 
to control their own institutions. 

_Mr. FARLEY could not forbear to say that, to 
him it was a source of great satisfaction that his 
political friends on this floor are in no way respon- 
sible for the ill-advised form in which this meas- 
ure has been presented. The North are opposed | 
to the extension of slavery. This bill looks to | 
the extension of slavery over territory now free. | 
So long as the Missouri compromise remains un- | 
repealed, slavery cannot go there. Repeal it, and | 
slavery can go there. Therefore he opposed its 
repeal, either directly or indirectly. 

Mr. HARRISON addressed the committee in | 
Opposition to the bill, taking the ground that the | 
come interests did not justify its passage. He || 

ikewise argued against the repeal of the Missouri || 


act of 1820. || 





THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. COLQUITT, of Georgia, obtained the 
floor. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. It is a strange arrange- 
ment; but | understand that the Chair is in the 
habit of exacting—though | do not know that it 
is so—a pledge from gentlemen who wish to speak 
that they will not occupy more than fifteen min- 
utes, or half an hour. If that be so, it ought to 
be corrected. 

The CHAIRMAN. Perhaps the gentleman 
had better let his colleague make that point. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I have heard these things, 
and think it best that they should be now ex- 
plained. 

Mr. HARRISON. Iam perfectly satisfied. 

[Cries of **Go on, Coreuirr!’’ 

Mr. CAMPBELL. What my colleague says 
does not answer the point. I want to know 
whether it be aconiition precedent to the getting 
of the floor that gentlemen shall pledge themselves 
to occupy only fifteen minutes, or half an hour? 
{ want to have the question settled. I deem it 
best to have the difficulty remedied now. 

[Cries of **Go cn, Corquitr!’’] 

Mr. CAMPBELL. L appeal to the gentleman 
from Georgia to let us have this question settled 
now. 

Mr. COLQUITT. I prefer to proceed. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Very well, then, go on. 

Mr. COLQUITT. It is with great reluctance, 
Mr. Chairman, that I propose, at this late hour, 
to speak on the subject under consideration 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will yield 
a moment, that the Chair may set the matter re- 
ferred to by the gentleman from Ohio right. It 
is due to the Chair that it should be done. The 
Chair has exacted no pledge from the gentleman 
from Ohio, (Mr. Harrison } 

Mr. HUNT. Will the Chair permit me? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has exacted 
no pledge, and has not called the gentleman down 
The gentleman said to the Chair that he wanted 
fifteen minutes, and would like to have it now —— 

Mr. HUNT, (interrupting.) In behalf of the 
people of the United States, and the members of 
this House, I protest against such proceeding. 

{Cries of ‘* Order!’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. 
to order. 

Mr. HUNT. It isa breach of the liberty of 
Parliament and our rights in a free and glorious 
country. lLappeal toevery American on this floor, 
by his regard for hiscountry, to protest against it. 

{Cries of ** Order!” 

Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman has more 
right to be heard than those who are calling him 
to order. 

Mr. FLORENCE. 
New York to order. 

Mr. WHEELER. And I call the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania to order; for I rise toa question 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Penn- 
sylvania and the gentleman from New York will 
preserve order. 

Mr. WHEELER. 1! would tell the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania that | ask no courtesy at his 
hands. 

Mr. FLORENCE The gentleman from 
Georgia has the floor, and I call the gentleman to 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Harrison] be allowed to explain the 
matter, the Chair is confident that he will do it to 
the satisfaction of the committee. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I hope that the gentleman 
from Georgia will proceed with his remarks. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I wishtocorrecta remark 
of the Chair. I did not rise on behalf of my col- 
league, but against his protestation. I rose to 
state what was the current impression in the 
committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will please 
come to order. 

Mr. HUNT. It appears to me that the ques- 
tion is a privileged one. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair calls to order. 

Mr. HUNT. I ask the committee to be heard 
on a question of privilege. [ appeal to thé@hair 
to hear me, 

[Cries of ** Order!’’] 

Mr. HUNT. I do it in my place. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman rises to 
a question of order, the Chair will entertain it. 


The gentleman is called 


I call the gentleman from 
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Mr. HUNT. I rise to a question of order. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HUNT. The gentleman who took his 
seat, saying that he had but fifteen minutes, had 
the right, under the rules, to proceed for one hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that the 
gentleman had the right to proceed for one hour. 

Several Memsers. Nobody denies it. 

Mr. HUNT. I would take occasion to ask 
that the gentleman from Ohio will now use the 
privilege which is allowed him under the rules, 
in order that he may protect his own and our 
rights against any trickery, management, private 
understanding 

Cries of ** Order!’’) 

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
the gentleman from Ohio is entitled to the floor, if 
he desires to occupy it. 

Mr. HARRISON. I will state that I obtained 
the floor by the courtesy of the Chair. He told 
me that he could not afford me my proper time. 

Many Members. ‘* That is enough,” and con- 
siderable sensation. 

Mr. HUNT. The Chair could not afford him 
his proper time! 

[Cries of ** Order!’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hopes gentle- 
men will watt until the gentleman from Ohio con- 
cludes his statement. 

Mr. HARRISON, It was a particular act of 
courtesy on the part of the Chair. I desired to 
speak to-day, and I asked him if he could allow 
me to speak a portion of my speech, and | would 
print the rest. He said that he might be able to 
give me ten or fifteen minutes. 

Mr. HUNT. That ts what I protest against. 

{Shouts of ** Order !”’ 

Mr. HARRISON. At the same time the Chair- 
man told me that, having obtained the floor, | 
should havea right to proceed for an hour, if I 
che se to do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will gentlemen permit 
the Chair now to make a statement for the inform- 
ation of the committee, which the gentleman from 
Ohio will corroborate? My colleague, Mr. Tay- 
LoR, came to me and requested that my colleague, 
Mr, Harrison, should have an opportunity to 
speak to-night. I told him that he must take 
his chance for the floor with others. He said 
Mr. Hararatson did not want more than ten or 
fifteen minutes. I said that I would try to give 
him that time; but if the gentleman would wait 
till to-morrow, he could have his full hour; Ladded, 
that probably | could give him the floor to-night. 
My two colleagues afterwards came to me and 
said that if [ would give Mr. Harrison the floor 
to-night, he would not occupy much time. I said 
that | would try to do it, and I have done it. 

Several Mempers. ‘* That is all right.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Harrison] claims the floor, he can 
have it for his hour. 

Mr. SAGE. Let me inquire of the Chair if a 
similar agreement was not exacted from a mem- 
ber from Massachusetts, [Mr. Exior,] who ad- 
dressed the committee to-day? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs that the 
committee will hear him explain this whole matter; 
for there seems to be a misunderstanding prevail- 
ing in regard to it. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Exsor] came to me this morning 
before the committee commenced its session, and 
1 told him that probably, under thearrangement I 
had fixed in my mind, | should be able to aecord 
to the members from Massachusetts an hour 
speech to-day; that they must settle between them- 
selves who should have the hour to-day, and that 
I would try to give them another hour to-morrow, 
but that they could divide the time, if two chose 
to speak to-day. The geutleman from Massachu- 
setis will corroborate that. 

Mr. ELIOT, of Massachusetts. I desireto sa 
one word in addition to what the Chair has ateted. 
When | approached the Chairman this morning, 
I found him in conversation with one of my col- 
leagues upon the subject of the floor, which my 
colleague was asking for. Before I came up, the 
Chair had said to my colleague, who had just 
stated that he wanted about thirty minutes, that 
he should have that time. As 1 approached, the 
Chair said to me, knowing, undoubtedly, the ob- 
ject which } had in coming, ** Now, sir, you shall 
settle this matter with your colleague; and if you 

| can divide an hour between you, you shall have 
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it to-day.’’ I assented on the spot, for I was glad 
of an opportunity of being heard even during that 
time. 

Mr. HUNT. I protest against such suggestions 
from the Chair. There is but one rule, and it is 
the duty of the Chair to dispense the law of the 
Houee fairly and equitably. 

(Cries of ** Order!”’ saall aiieil confusion. } 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks he un- 
derstands the duties of the Chair. If he does not, 
he will very cheerfully resign the position. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I insist on the 
reguiar order. My colleague (Mr. Corquitr] is 
entitled to the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
Georgia will proceed. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Before my colleague goes 
on, I will state to the House, that the practice 
which has been disclosed by the Chair has been 
usual ever since | have been in Congress. I con- 
sider, so far from its being an outrage, that it is a 
great accommodation to those gentleman who de- 
sire to speak. 

Mr. HUNT. It is acurtailment of time, and 
therefore it is a retrenchment of privilege. 

Mr. KEITT. I insist that the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. Corequirt] shall be allowed to pro- 
ceed without further interruption. 

Mr. COLQUITT then proceeded, and advo- 
cated the passage of the bill. 

Mr. UPHAM said that if this bill should be- 
come a law, it would effect an entire and radical 
change of the policy on which this Government 
was formed, and by which it has been admin- 
istered from the first. The country would be 
swung from its moorings, and, with all its precious 
freight, embark on an untraversed and unknown, 
and, it may be, a stormy if not fatal sea. 

He proceeded to show that the Union could not 
have been formed if the slavery obstruction had 
not been removed. It was not thought there would 
be an acquisition of any additional territory, and 
the Constitution was intended to apply to the 
country as it at that time existed. He gave an 
interesting history of the settlement of the North- 
west Territory, and spoke of the ordinance of 
1787, the Missouri compromise, and the compro- 
mise of 1850; and, in conclusion, predicted disas- 
trous consequences from the abrogation of political 
compacts. 

Mr. MAXWELL obtained the floor. 

Mr. CAMPRELL. I ask the gentleman to 
yield the floor to enable meto move that the com- 
mittee rise? 

Mr. MAXWELL yielded for that purpose. 
Mr. CAMPBELL then submitted the motion. 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker 


' 


The gentleman from 


. having resumed the chair, the Chairman reported 


that the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union had had the Union generally under con- 
sideration, and particularly House bill (No. 236) 
to organize the Territories of Nebraska and Kan- 
sae, and had come to no conclusion thereon. 

Mr. WHEELER. I move that the House do 
now adjourn, 

The question was taken; and the motion agreed 
to; and then 

At half past ten o’clock, the House adjourned 
until to-morrow at twelve o’clock, m. 

{See Appendix for the above named speeches. } 


IN SENATE. 
Tuourspay, May 11, 1854 
Prayer by Rev. Henry Siicer. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. McKean, Chief Clerk, 
announcing that, in conformity with the request 
of the Benate, the House of Representatives had 
directed him to return the bill for the relief of 
David Myerle. 

REPORT FROM A STANDING COMMITTEE. 

Mr. WADE, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the petition of the legal rep- 
resentatives of the late Colonel John Anderson, 
submitted a report, accompanied by a bill for their 
relief; which was read, and passed to a second 
reading. The report was ordered to be printed. 

REPORTING OF THE SENATE. 


‘ 
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Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is | 
hereby, authorized and directed to contract with the pro- 
prietors of the Washington Sentinel for the daily publication 
of the debates and proceedings of the Senate, provided it 
can be done on the terms provided by the resolution of the 
Senate, passed the Lith Auguat, 1848, directing the publica 
tion of the debates and proceedings of the Senate in the 
National Intelligencer and Union. 


There being no objection, the Senate proceeded 
to the consideration of the subject. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. President, occu- 
pying the relations which I do towards the Com- 
mittee on Printing, | deem it proper to makea 
few remarks in reference to this resolution. The 
subject of the reporting of the proceedings of this 
body has engaged the anxious deliberations of the 
Committee on Printing for some time past, and it 
has occupied, to some extent, the attention of the 
press in this District. Now, sir, if it were a new 
question, and | were to inquire into it for the first 
time, | should be opposed to having any reporter 
in this body but one, and I would put that paper 
on a suitable footing for the purpose of preserving 
the debates of the Senate. 

It will be recollected that some six weeks, or 
two months since, the then proprietor of the Union 
declined, temporarily, the publication of the re- 
ports of this body. A change, however, was 
made in the proprietors of that press; and [ un- 
derstand that the new proprietors have under- 
taken the reports, and claim the right to publish 
the proceedings in this body under the contract of 
the former proprietor. At the time when that re- 
quest from General Armstrong, then proprietor of 
the Union, to be released from his contract with 
the Senate for the publication of the reports, came 
before us, the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Joun- 
80N] submitted a proposition to increase the com- 
pensation allowed the Globe, the allegation being 
that it could not afford to publish the proceedings 
of the body at the compensation then allowed it. 
That subject was referred to the Committee on 
Printing, and it underwent the scrutiny and de- 
liberation of the committee. About it there was 
a diversity of opinion, and you have now lying 
on your table a report on the subject. 

In the mean time the subject attracted the atten- 
tion of some of the press, as | before remarked, 
and it is yet an unsettled question with this body, 
whether we shall increase the compensation of the 
Globe, or whether the Union has a right to report 
the proceedings at all, and claim compensation. 
If it be the fact that the proprietor of the Globe 


| cannot afford to report and publish our proceed- 


ings at the compensation now allowed him, it 


| seems to me that neither the proprietors of the 


Union nor of the Sentinel can. 

Without attempting to throw anything like a 
serious obstacle in the way of this resolution, for 
the present, | must say that I think the Senate 
might well pause, and suffer the question to be 
investigated, before we embark in the expenditure 
likely to accrue to the Treasury by the adoption 
of this proposition. We have already two re- 
porters for the Senate, the Union and the Globe, 
and the only possible ground, it seems to me, 


| upon which an appeal could be made to the Sen- | 


ate in favor of this proposition is, that the proprie- 
tor of the Sentinel is printer to the Senate. 

I do not suppose any gentleman on this floor 
will undertake to deny that the reports in the Globe 
give us all the details, and furnish the country with 
all the information necessary in relation to our 
proceedings. ‘The editor of that paper, who has 


‘| acorps of reporters—and I believe no one wil! hes- 


| accuracy—alleges that he cannot live at the pres- 
| ent prices allowed him; and yet, at thesame time, 


Mr. BRIGHT. I offer the following resolu- } 


itate to award to that corps great ability and great 


papers recently founded are willing to take the 
work, I presume, at the same prices. I have | 
deemed it due to the Senate and the committee to | 
submit these remarks in reference to this proposi- | 
tion. 

I cannot for my life see the necessity for three | 
reporters to this body. It was the sense of the | 
committee that we should have but one. I know | 


the matter underwent the investigation of the || 


committee, and the only disagreement was as to 
the compensation proposed to be given to the pro- | 
riewer of the paper, which werecommended should | 
e the permanent reporter of the body. It seems | 
to me that, with the expensive and well regulated 
establishment of the proprietor of that paper, and | 


with the ability and accuracy characterizing its | from the 
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additional expense of requiring three reporters 
lam opposed to the adoption of the resolution, 
and Iam unwilling to saddle the additional ex. 
pense which it will create upon the country, unless 
there be an imperious necessity for it. 

It occurs to me that the obvious course of th. 
Senate would be to put that paper which we ali 
recognize as the established reporter for the body 
and that we hold responsible for an accurat 
report, upon a solid footing, and to allow its pro. 
prietor a compensation by which he can live, 
this were done we might dispense with other 
reporters than those of that paper. It is not , 
political paper. It is conducted by a gentleman of 
great experience, and he brings to his aid men of 
high character and abilities, to give permanence 
to the reports of that paper, and they become part 
of the archives of the country to which we are 
to look hereafter for an accurate history of oy, 
proceedings. It seems to me that is all the Senate 


| ought to desire. 


So far as the reports now purporting to be made 
by the Union are concerned, | understand the pro. 
prietor of that paper claims ‘the right to do so 
under a contract with the former proprietor. Tha 
question has not been investigated, and I cannot 
undertake to say what will be the sense of the 
Senate, if the question were to be raised. But, sir, 
to add a third, when the Intelligencer declined it, 
and the Union itself, in the hands of another party, 
declined the work at present prices, and when we 
are making an effort to put the Globe upon a atable 
and firm foundation, seems to me to be remark. 
able. 

I may say further, that one inducement to rec 
ommend an increased compensation to the Globe, 
was the fact that the Union had declined the work, 
and that the Intelligencer had declined it, and it 
was deemed necessary to have one stable estab- 
lishment. That was a strong argument urged by 
some of the friends of the increased compensation 
to the Globe why we should agree to their prop- 
osition. My impression is, that we should con- 
tinue the Globe; but if we add another paper to 
the list of reporters, we thereby weaken, in « 
corresponding ratio, the ability of the Globe to 
furnish such reports as are now furnished, which 
we all concede to be creditable to the body and 
the country. Such are my views. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Iam sure that the honorable 
Senator from Alabama does not understand the 
facts of this case. When he does, | am satisfied 
that I shall have his vote for my resolution. In 
1848 the Senate, by resolution, directed their Sec- 
retary to contract with the editors of the Nationa! 
Intelligencer and Union for printing the debates 
and proceedings of this body, provided it could 
be done at a price stated therein. The Secretary 
accordingly entered into a written contract with the 
proprietors of each of these papers. That contract, 
I believe, wascarried forward for some six months, 
or perhaps longer, by the Intelligencer—the time 
is immaterial. It was then abandoned by that 
paper, on the ground that it did not pay a profit. 
Ritchie & Heiss were, at the time the contract 
was entered into, proprietors of the Union. They 


| subsequently sold out toGeneral Armstrong. Gen- 


eral Armstrong, by letter, accepted the terms of 
the contract made by his predecessor, The only 
contract existing between the Senate and General 
Armstrong, is the letter I refer to, saying that he 
would carry out the same, according to its pro- 
visions. Hedid so until December last, when he 
wrote the letter which I have on my table, de 
clining a further compliance on his part, on the 
ground that his contract did not pay a sufficient 
compensation, and asking the Senate to relieve him 
from the implied obligation which he had taken oD 
himself by his letter of December, 1853. I have 
both the letters before me. 

There was no legal obligation resting upon Gen- 
eral Armstrong to perform this service. He had 
a perfect right to abandon it whenever he found 
it was a source of loss or embarrassment to him, 
and entirely respectful and proper for him to do 
as he did. The proprietors of the Sentinel there- 
upon addreased a communication to this body, 
proposing to perform the same work that Gene 
Armstrong declined, at the same price. 

Both communications were referred to the Com: 
mittee on Printing. Thatcommittee reported them 
back, simply requesting that they be discharged 

rther consideration of the subject. 


reports, there is no necessity for incurring the '! understand that the then chairman of the com: 
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mittee, about that time, directed Mr. Nicholson 
‘he Union pemeres having, in the mean time, 
passed into his hands) to perform this service, 
assuring him that he should be oo at the same 
rate as was allowed and paid to his predecessor. 

Now, sir, neither the late nor present proprietors 
of the Union had or have any contract with the 
Senate. 
priety, employ any one else; and whom can they 
employ with 80 much propriety as the printer 
whom they have elected for this body ? 
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The Senate may, with the greatest pro- | 


My resolution, however, does not propose to | 
interfere with existing relations between that paper | 


and this body—not at all. 
that the Sentinel shal] perform like service, pro- 
vided its proprietors will perform it on the same 


terms. 


It simply proposes | 


The honorable Senator from Alabama is mis- | 
taken, when he says, that by the adoption of my | 
resolution this work will be paid for three times. | 


The publisher of the Globe only, I believe, is 
paid for reporting the proceedings of this body, 
and even he is complaining that the price paid is 


not sufficient, and asks for an increase of compen- | 


sation. Mr. Nicholson, also, in his letter request- 


ing to be continued as publisher, &c., to the body, | 


asks for increased compensation, and I have no 
doubt there is much justice in the request. 

But the proprietors of the Sentinel make no such 
request. Rather than occupy the outside position 
they now do; rather than deprive their readers of 
afull and complete report of the proceedings of 
the body of which they are officers, they offer to 
accept the terms of your resolution, and will, | 
have no doubt, comply with the very letter of its 
provisions, if it shall be the pleasure of the Senate 
to pass the order. 

Mr. BROWN. lam very glad to hear the Sen- 
ator from Indiana say there is no contract with 
the editor of the Union to do our reporting, for 
certainly the reporting is done in that paper, in my 
udgment, in an exceedingly unsatisfactory way; 
but we have no right to complain if we are under 
no contract, and therefore under no obligation to 
pay for it. He who contracts with the Senate to 
report its proceedings, ought to do it, and do it 
promptly; but who does not know that the pro- 
ceedings of the Senate are deferred in the columns 
of the Union, sometimes for seven or eight days, 
and even longer? 
published at all. ‘The questions to which they 
relate lose all their interest when the publication is 
deferred, and then, when the public has been allowed 
tom+ke up its mind and come to a conclusion, on 
insufficient evidence, on one side of the question, the 
other issent outtoit. This, I think, is a just cause 
of complaint, if we are paying the editors to publish 
the proceedings of the Senate. If, however, they 
are doing iton their own account, they havearight 
to select such matter as they think proper to print, 
and to print it atsuch times as they think proper. 
| believe that the debate which sprung up here 
incidentally the other day, on the President’s veto 


message, has not yet appeared inthe Union. The , 


message has appeared, and has gone to the coun- 
try. The editors of that paper have thought 
proper to make their comments on it; but if the 
debate which occurred in the Senate on the subject 
has appeared in that paper, it has escaped my 
observation. Ithinka paid reporter of the Senate 
has no right to act in this way, but that he ought 
to publish the proceedings, and publish them 
promptly; and if he cannot do that, he should 
throw down his contract, and cease to ask pay for 
doing that which he does not do at all, or which, 
at least, he does not do in a proper way. 

Before we enter into a contract with another 
paper; I should certainly like to know from some 
who are conversant with the subject, whether it 
'8 going to do this work in a more prompt way; 
whether our proceedings are to appear in some rea- 
sonable time after they have transpired; because, 
ifthey are not, I shall be just as much opposed to 
paying him as anybody else. When questions 
are discussed here, it is of the first importance to 
Senators themselves that the debates should be 
published, and published promptly, so that, while 
the matter is before the country, it may have a 
fair opportunity of making up a just and proper 
judgment in regard to it. re is not fair, it is ex- 

ingly unjust, to defer the publication of our 
pr ings until the public mind is made up on 
the question to which they relate; for, in this 
go-ahead age of ours, when the mind has once 


I believe, in fact, some are not | 
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concluded upon a subject, it cannot be reopened, | 
unless by some very powerful appeal, or an alto- | 


gether new presentation of the question. For 


these reasons | should like to know from my | 
friend from Indiana, whether there is a prospect || 
that the proprietors of the Sentinel will keep up | 


the publication with the proceedings of the Senate, 


or in some reasonable time, say within a day or | 


two after they occur? 

Mr. BRIGHT. 
saying that I have no means of knowing that fact; 
but these persons are employed at the will of the 
Senate, and they can be dismissed at any time. If 
a person employed under an order which we make, 
neglects his duty, it is in the power of the Senate 
to dismiss him at any time; but I take it for 
granted, as a matter of course, that if this service 
be undertaken by the proprietors of the Sentinel, 
they will perform it faithfully. I have no doubt 
of it. 

Mr. GWIN. 
refer this resolution to the Committee on Printing, 
and I wish to give my reasons fordoingso. Itis 
well known that some three years since—I think 
last March three years ago—the editors of the In- 
telligencer, an old-established paper here of many 
years’ standing, threw up a similar contract with 


, the one now proposed to be made, because they 
| could not afford to fulfill it at the price allowed 


thenr. Itisalso known that the late proprietor of 
the Union did the same thing. lt is further well 
known that the editor of the Globe, who certainly 
prepares the debates of this body and of the other 
Liouse of Congress with an ability and accuracy 
that cannot be surpassed, has made a publication 
lately, which I have seen, in which he shows that 
he loses a large amount of money by reporting at 
the present rates. Now, I know what wiil be the 
result of all this. These gentlemen will not print 
for nothing, nor without a profit; and at the close of 
this session of Congress, we shall be called upon 
to make up to them what they have lost by this 
contract. 

Mr. President, 1 think that one official paper 
for the Senate and the House of Representatives, 
is enough. We have the Congressional Globe, 
which is ably conducted, with a reporting corps, 
in my opinion, equal to any in this country, and 
my impression is that we had better dispense with 
the rest of the papers which ge sad our proceed- 
ings fully, and have but that alone. I think the 
proposition of General Armstrong to decline his 
contract, should have been accepted, as that of the 
National Intelligencer was accepted. I think it 
is better not to have the reporting and printing of 
the debates of the Senate and of the House, con- 
nected with the political papers of this District any 
longer. Originally our reporting was given to one 
paper of each party. Subsequently, the editor of 
the Globe, who has fora long time printed the 
proceedings of Congress, came into the reporting. 

I move, now, to refer this resolution to the 
Committee on Printing; and I hope the committee 
will give the subject a thorough investigation. I 
think the proper course for us to pursue, is to have 
but one official paper for the Senate; and let that 
be the Globe. I believe further, that at the end 
of this session of Congress, all these printers who 
are printing for nothing, and finding themselves, 
will come in for additional compensation, and 
claim twenty or thirty per cent.for what they have 
done, in addition to the prices they have received. 
| have seen that done heretofore; and I have no 
doubt it will be done again. | think, however, 
that we should be doing our duty to the countr 
by having one official paper in which the coaauale 
ings are to be published. I move the reference of 
the resolution to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I think my honorable 
friend from Indiana is laboring under a mistake, 
when he says that the Globe is reporting without 
claiming compensation. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I did not say the Globe. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I should herve said that 
the Senator’s remark applied to the Union. He 
asserted, as I underatood, that the Union was pub- 
lishing our proceedings without claiming compen- 


| sation. 


Mr. BRIGHT. Not at all. I said I under- 
stood the Union was continuing the publication 
of reports under an arrangement with the Commit- 


tee on Printing. 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. Notatall. 
Mr. BRIGHT. Thenl should like to know 


1 will answer the question by | 


Mr. President, I shall move to | 








a 


ing ? 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I will explain. The 
former proprietor of the Union requested the Sen- 
ate to release him from his obligation to report the 
proceedings. His communication was referred to 
the Committee on Printing, but before that com- 
mittee acted upon it the proprietor died, as is 
known to theSenate. We then concluded to de- 
fer action until the paper was placed in the hands 
of some other person; at least we did not act upon 
it until after the present proprietor got possession 
of the Union. He then addressed a communica- 
tion to the Committee on Printing, claiming the 
right to report under the contract made with a 
former proprietor. That contract was examined 
by the committee, and we regarded it as a juvicial 
question, and signified to him that if he considered 
himself entitled to report under the contract, he 
could proceed, but that we were not called upon 
to say whether he was entitled to claim the benefit 
of the former contract or not; hence we reported 
a resolution to the Senate, asking simply to be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the sub- 
ject. We believed that it was a question between 
him and the accounting officers, whether they 
would recognize him as legally authorized to re- 
port our proceedings, and receive compensation 
for doing so. I understand, that since that period 
he has assumed the character of reporter, and has 
received compensation for reporting the debates of 
this body from that time until the present. Such 
| understand to be the facts; and this is the history 
of the matter. 

Now, sir, if this were a new question, and I had 
to select a repurter for this body, I should cer- 
tainly be willing to confer the reporting on the 
gentleman who has been selected by the majority 
of this body to do its work. But I sympathize, 
as | remarked before, with the sentiments of the 
honorable Senator from California, and I believe 
it was the deliberate opinion of the committee that 
we should have but one person to furnish reports, 
and put him upon a footing that will enable him 
to have the reports done correctly, and in a man- 
ner that will be creditabie to himself and to the 
country. 

I think the evidence which we have before us, 


| is sufficient to satisfy the mind of every Senator 


that the reports in the Globe are equal to any in 
any country. Where, then, is the necessity to 
appoint an additional reporter? Wealready have 
two. Is itto afford information to the members 
of this body? By no means, because we have the 
Globe and the Union laid upon our tables every 
morning; and in the absence of the Union, if it is 
the judgment of the Senate that that paper is not 
an authorized reporter, here is the Globe. What 
then, | repeat, can be the object of creating the 
additional expense of $20,000? Iam not accurate 
as to the amount; but | think it is near that sum, 
| ask the Senate, where isthe necessity for adding 
the additional expense of $20,000, when we have 
reports, made in, the style in which they are made 
in the Globe, and when we are informed by the 
proprietor of that paper, that unless he receives 
increased compensation, hecannot continue to give 
those reports? 

Divide the annual expense of between $60,000 
and $70,000 between several, and your reporting 
will not be on as good a footing, and not so cal- 
culated to give satisfaction to the country, or to 
this body, as if you were to take half the amount, 
or less than half the amount, and apprupriate the 
money for the payment of a solitary reporter. 

These are the reasons which have influenced me 
in coming to the conclusion which | have ex- 
pressed to the Senate. I| reiterate, that we had 
better dispense with all the reporters but one; and 
such was the opinioa of the Committee on Printing 
when we investigated the matter. We came to 
that determination; and, after we had reported the 
facts, recommended an increased number of the 
Congressional Globe to be taken for each Senator. 

The present proprietor of the Union says that 
he is entitled to the contract of the former proprie- 
tor of that paper, and under that contract he has 
gone on making reports, and is receiving com- 
pensation for them, as | am assured. It is a mat- 
ter of indifference to me whether the Senate refer 
the resolution to the Committee on Printing, or 
dispose of it now. Whichever the Senate prefers 
will suit me; but my deliberate judgment and con- 
viction is that which I have expressed, that we 
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had better confine the reporting to one paper, and 
place that upon such footing as that it can live, 
aud perpetuate the records of the Senate. I have 
no diiestion to the reference of the resolution to 
the Committee on Printing; and if itbeso referred, 
I pledge myself to investigate it thoroughly, and 
endeavor to do ample justice to all parties, It is 
from no prejudice or prepossession for or against 
any paper, that I have ex pressed myself in the 
way I have done. The one which I intimate 
should be selected is the permanent reporter of 
this body. ‘That paper has no connection with 
poliuciana or politics, It is laboring for the com- 
pensation which it receives for the reporting, and 
to rear up for itself a reputation as a faithful and 
carefully prepared record of Congressional pro- 
ceedings. 

These remarks I have deemed it proper to 
muke, in answer to what was said by the Senator 
frova Indiana. 

Mr. GWIN. I desire to amend the motion 
which | made to refer the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Printing, so as to Instruct them to report 
on the expeuiency of abolishing all contracts for 
reporting the proceedings of the Senate, except 
that made with the Congressional Globe. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I am opposed to the amend- 
ment, and to the reference. I consider that a 
reference of the resolution to the committee would 
defeat it. The honorable Senator from Alabama 
speaks about the expense resulting from three 
reporters. This body pays but one reporter; and 
hess paid through the compensation allowed to 
the Globe, as | am informed, at least. 1 see no 
reporter for the Union seated in that desk as here- 
tofore. If lam correct, then the only reporting 
done here is paid for by the Globe, and the 
reports of the Globe are carried into the Union. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Do I understand the 
statement of the Senator from Indiana, to be that 
the Union newspaper is not paid for our reporting ? 

Mr. BRIGHT. It is paid so much per column, 
but nothing extra for reporting. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. The price received by 
the Globe, per column, if lam correctly informed 
by the Secretary, is received by the Union. Am 
I right in that, Mr. Dickins? 

Mr. BRIGHT. The Union and the Globe are 
now paid the compensation contemplated by the 
original resolution; nothing more. What they 
receive is so much per column. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I understand that to 
be the fact with all the papers. I mean by re- 
porting, receiving so much ver column; and I 
undertake to say that the Union receives the same 
compensation as the Globe receives. 

Mr. ERIGHT. The Senator is correct in that. 
Now, Mr. Presient, the object of my resolution 
is nothing more than this: to give the editors of 
the Sentinel newspaper the same compensation, 
for publishing our debates and proceedings, as 
has hitherto been paid, and is now being paid to 
other papers in this city. 

Mr. DAWSON. Do I understand from the 
Senator from Indiana that the Union and the 
Globe receive the same compensation ? 

Mr. BRIGHT. They do. 

Mr. DAWSON. And your information is, 
that the Union copies the proceedings from the 
Globe? 

Mr. BRIGHT. I understand that to be the 
fact, but [ bee leave to be understood as not cen- 
suring or complaining of this course. 

Mr. DAWSON. That is all 1 wanted to as- 
certain. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I am very sorry that the de- 
bate has assumed the shape it has. It may be 
construed into hostility to one paper and partiality 
for another. I can say, however, in all sincerity, 
with the honorable Senator from Alabama, that I 
have neither prejudice nor partiality in this case. 
[am for meting out even-handed justice to all 
parties interested, and as we have elected a printer 
to this body, who is the publisher of a daily paper 
of general circulation, in justice to him, so long 
as we continue to publish our proceedings, we 
ought to give him the same privilege that we have 
given the proprietors of the Globe and Union. If 
we are not prepared to treat him and his readers 
with that respect, | would advise him to resign 
the position which he occupies as an officer of 
this body. 

There is no force, Mr. President, to my mind, 





| beyond the wants of the community; each of these 


papers have different readers. It is to the papers 
of the capital the public look for a full and accu- 


rate report of our doings, and the additional ex- | 
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penditure resulting from selecting a third channel 


of communication is insignificant compared to the 
convenience and advantage resulting from it. | 
would be far from appropriating money to any 
such object, if the only end to be attained was a 
pecuniary benefit to those we employ. We have 
no right (let our private feelings be what they 


may) to apply the public funds from any such | 


considerations. | approve a reasonable expendi- 
ture of public money for the object indicated in the 
resolution before us, believing the public get value 
received for it. 

From what has been said by the honorable 
Senator from California, and the honorable Sena- 
tor from Alabama, one might infer that this was 
an issue made between the Union and Sentinel. 
No such issue was intended by me. 
lution had proposed to accept the offer of the pro- 
prietors of the latter, and refuse that of the former, 
then there woul! have been some ground for such 
an inference; but it does no such thing. It was 


If my reso- 


to avoid any such imputation, and to place both | 


on an equal footing, believing at the same time, 
the public interest would be subseived by so 
doing, that | offered the resolution under consid- 
eration, and must be permitted to say that | am 
surprised to see opposition from the quarter it 
comes. As toa reference of it to the Committee 


on Printing, | am utterly cpposed. There are 


but two members of that committee present. One | 


of them, the honorable Senator from Alabama, 
has already avowed his opposition to the employ- 


ment of more than one reporter, and his argument | 
would justify the belief that he was opposed to | 


printing generally. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. 
but one reporter. 

Mr. BRIGHT. The honorable Senator’s view, 
he will permit me to say, is behind the age. That 
argument would have answered a quarter of a 
century ago; but the honorable Senator is opposed 
to my proposition; and therefore | do not consent 
to send it to be cared for by its enemies. How 
the chairman of that committee, the Senator from 
Arkansas, views this matter, | know not, but | 
hope in a more friendly light than the honorable 
Senator from Alabama. I doubt not he does; but 
I should object to 4 reference, under the circum- 
stances, if | knew a favorable report would follow, 
because it isa plain, simple proposition, and needs 
no explanation from any one. Every Senator is 
as well prepared to say now whether he will or 
will not make the Sentinel the equal of the Union, 
so far as regards its relationship to this body, as 
he will be after the Committeeson Printing shall 
have reported. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I have no doubt the Senator 
from Indiana wishes to do justice to the Union, so 
far as he is concerned, and I wish to see justice 
done to them all, so far as l am concerned. The 
Union has its reporters here. We will correct 


I said I was for having 


that at once; but as to the manner in which they | 


discharge the duties that are imposed upon them 
as reporters here I have nothing to say, though I 
have heard the manner in which they do discharge 
their duties questioned. With reference to the 
proposition of the Senator from Indiana, I have 
to say that it strikes me as eminently just and 
equal. If we give the reporting and printing of 
the debates of this body to the Union, itis nothing 
more than fair and just that they should be given 
to the Sentinel also. If, sir, the public desire 
neither, let them both be stricken out. 

Mr. GWIN. I am in favor of that. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 
tion of the one, [ shall certainly vote for the estab- 


| lishment of the other; but if I am called upon to 
| reject one, I shall certainly advocate the rejection | 


| of the other. 


The Union has it. The validity of 


| the contract with that paper is a matter which I 


| see is questioned seriously upon this floor; so that | 


If I am to vote for the reten- | 


j 


some seem to regard it as scarcely having a con- | 


tract at all—that there is no validity in the con- 
tract. The other, which is the recognized organ— 


| ings of the body. 


| 


in the argument that we are extending this service || 


| as printer—of the body by our own election here, | 
asks that it may have it, and report the proceed- | 


_ May it 


nitiietinacieltateiaatatiinsmaettinneen ailedeediien , 


Democratic papers, where is the justice, if it be 
demanded, of refusing to give it to a paper of the 
Whig party? 1} shall feel myself equally boung 
in all fairness and justice, to the other side of this 
body, if application be made upon the part of g 
W hig journal to print the proceedings, to support 
the proposition, and to give it the printing also, 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Such a proposition ig be. 
fore the Senate? 

Mr. JOHNSON. What proposition? 

Mr. BRODHEAD. A proposition to pay the 
Intelligencer. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The Intelligencer declineg 
to continue the reporting, but may renew it again. 
If it is profitable to the Sentinel, I conceive jt 
would be so to any paper; and the question re. 
solves itself into this: do we need any other paper 
of this city to print our reports other than the one 
which has had the whole contract for reporting, 
and has discharged its duty so well to this body 
and the other branch of Congress? If we do, it 
seems to me clear at once, In accordance with 
justice and good sense, that the papers of both 
political parties in the city should all have a chance 
if they make the application. [ see no other 
way to proceed in order to do justice. 

| have been recently placed upon the Committee 
on Printing, and that is my excuse for joining in 
this debate at all, particularly as this resolution 
has not been before the committee since 1 have 
been a member of it. 

The Senator from Indiana says the reference of 
the resolution to the Committee on Printing wil! 
be the death of it. I assure him that, if it goes 
before that committee, it will meet with no preju- 
dice on my part, either for or against it; but it 
will meet with a simple disposition, to evolve and 
establish some principle by which the whole mat- 
ter may be disposed of justly. 

1 call the attention of the Senate to another 
matter. Before I was a member of the Committee 
on Printing, | offered a resoluuon—and subse- 
quently investigated the subject to a very consid- 
erable extent—as to whether the Globe newspa- 
per was receiving a sufficient compensation. One 
of the members of that committee, [Mr. Hamuiy,} 
who was disposed to leave it, was anxious that | 
should take his place; but I could not accede 
to the solicitation until they had disposed of the 
resolution which | had offered on that subject. 
The investigation which | originated has been 
disposed of by the committee. ‘Their report was 
made before the former chairman of the commit- 
tee resigned his place; and it is now upon your 
tables for consideration. With the consideration 
of the question of increased compensation to the 
Globe, which every one certainly will be anxious 
to sustain, must necessarily come up the con- 
sideration of all the expenditures that are involved 
in reporting and printing the debates of this body. 
To consider this resolution, therefore, now, and 
thus to settle the question, will hardly be fair to 
the subject, for it embraces but a very small part 
of it. It is impossible to act upon this resolution, 
with justice to yourselves and the subject, without 
having the whole case before us. This I respect- 
fully submit to the Senate. I do not advocate the 
reference of the resolution to the Committee on 
Printing; but if it is thought better to refer it, I 
have no objection to do what is my duty in regard 
to it. Yet I maintain, that all these resolutions, 
and the report of the Committee on Printing, in 
regard to the necessity of increasing the compen- 
sation to the Globe, should be considered at the 
same time, so that some permanent settlement of 
the matter may be made by which it shall be de- 
termined that both of these papers (the Union and 
the Sentinel) shall be appointed to report and print 
the debates of the body, or that both shall be re- 
jected from that service. I do not know that lam 
right in those views, but it seems to methatlam. 

There is another question, one of fact, and to 
that I call the attention of the Senate. The fact 
is this: | do not know but that it is supereroga- 
tion to call the attention of the Senate to it at all, 
for it is notorious to every one; and it is uttered 
by me in no unkindness toward any one. The 
printing that is done outside the columns of the 
Globe, in the shape of printing the reports of the 
proceedings and debates for this body, whether 
done in the Union, or done formerly in the Intel- 


There is yet another consideration, and that is || ligencer, or any other paper, is very generally 
done with reference to profit, and not with refer- 
ence to the occasion, and to speedy, immediate, 


this: If it be just to go on and give the printing 


of the proceedings and debates of the body to two 


| 
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direct, and correct execution of their task. That 
eo, It is notorious that the Globe, working 
eht and day, constantly and incessantly, keep- 
> full bodies of reporters and of type-setiers 
ready; whether they have services to perform and 
-e furnished with matter by the reports of our 
wenceedings and debates or not, brings out the 
matter the next day in almost every solitary in- 
at nce; and it is a very common thing that a Sen- 
ator rises here, and makes a speech, ard by the 
time he gets down into the city, he has a printed 
copy of itin his hands ready to read. 
That is the manner in which the reporting is 
done for that paper; but the speed with which the 
reports are got out, a8 a Necessary consequence, 
eoerces and compels the proprietor to go into a 
very heavy disbursement of money. It is noto- 
ious again,on the other hand, that when the pub- 
ic papers and daily journals undertake this kind 
of service, days elapse before you see any parti- 
cle of the report, and the reporters that they em- 
nloy here are useless, so far as any necessity exists 
for them, because they may givea full report, and 
that too corrected by Senators themselves, if they 
will go to the columns of the Globe. That they 
do vo there | do not allege, because I know that 
the Union has its reporters; but | Know also that 
j have heard the allegation that, in many instances, 
from the extraordinary similarities of the reports, 
they must have gone there. I know also that 
they have their reporters; and, in one instance, 
when I called for my own remarks, they made an 
accurate report of them. 

But, sir, it is notorious that the reports of these 
papers do not come up to the expectations of this 
body, and meet the call for them from the public, 
and that the reports of the debates of the body 
co forth to the world through the columns of the 
It is the received and recognized organ, 
uid itis the one to which Senators go for the pur- 
pose of correcting their speeches. It is the legit- 
imate and authorized enunciation of the debates 
that take place upon this floor. Whether it is 
necessary, or right, or appropriate, that we should 
continue the publication in the Union, | do not 
know; but satisfied am | that if itis proper to con- 
tinue it, we should continue to publish in the whole 
of them; and if the Intelligencer, or the Whig 
organ should come in, | should feel bound to say 
that they should have their reporters upon this 
floor, as well as the others. 

Mr. BRIGHT. | merely desire to say, in reply 
to the Senator from Arkansas, that it is my inten- 
tion, when the Sentinel shall be placed upon an 
equal footing with the other papers, to introducea 
resolution devolving upon the committee, of which 
that Senator 1s chairman, the duty of seeking to 
systemize the reports of our proceedings here. 
Until, however, the Sentinel is placed upon an 
equal footing with the other papers, | shall not 
make the motion. After the Senate shall have 
voted on my resolution, and adopted it, as IT have 
no doubt they will, | promise that I will offer a 
resolution referring the entire subject to the Com- 
mittee on Printing; and, from what the Senator 
says, | have no doubt we shall get a fair report, 

Mr. JOHNSON. I desire to ask the Senator 
aquestion. It is questioned whether the Union 
newspaper has any contract at all by which it has 
aright to call for pay. Of course, gentlemen will 
not refuse to pay for its services, as far as they 
have gone. We know that, without any kind of 
doubt, they will be paid for, whether the services 
are contracted for or not; but the matter ought to 
be investigated and determined, and they either 
sh ould not be permitted to go on atall, or should 
be permitted to go on with power to draw pay. 
But the question which | desire to ask the Senator 
is, if, while the matter rests in that attitude, we 
should order a contract to be made with the Sen- 
tinel, will it any longer rest in our power—will the 


ing 


I 
| 
i 


Griobe. 


editor so frame the contract—to dispense with the 


whole of them? 

Mr. BRIGHT. Itis in the power of the Senate 
to dispense with all the contracts. They are on 
the table, and can be read. They are at the will 
of the Senate, and the parties can be dismissed at 
any time. The order of the Senate would dismiss 


them all this morning. There can be no objection 
on that score. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. 
Senators, who have just spoken, have said. I 
think we ought to put the Sentinel upon an equal 
footing with the other papers. I do not concur 


I agree with what the two | 


\| 
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j 
in the idea that we should have three reporters. | 


I think there should be but one corps of reporters, 
and that that corps should be under the direction 


of the Globe, as it now is; and that the other | 


papers should copy their reports from it. There 
would be many advantages resulting from that 
course. If we have three corps of reporters, we 


have a variance in their report, and a Senator has | 


to correct three different copies, or be liable to 


misconstruction in having wrong, unrevised copies 


put in circulation. 


- ' 
| believe, therefore, one corps of reporters, 


who would publish their reports the next morn- 
ing, and then have them copied into the other 
political papers of the city would be the best plan. 
With that view, I shall vote to put the Sentinel 
on an equality with the Union and the Intelli- 
gencer. I shall then vote for the motion of the 
Senator from Indiana, to refer the whole subject 
for revision to the Committee on Printing, in 
order to make such changes as they think proper. 
To refuse to put our Own printer on an equality 
with the other political papers of the city, strikes 
me as remarkable. I did not vote for that printer, 
but 1 am not willing to give a vote here that 
would make us show an invidious distinction 
against him, as would seem to be a mark of con- 
demnation to the country; and especially as a 
Democrat, | would not do it, when we have not 
hesitated to give the same printing to a Whig 
paper. But I hold that politics have nothing to do 
with the question. It is proper to put all on an 
equality, and then adjust the pay and duties in 
such a manner as we shall see proper, after the 
report of the committee has been made. 

Mr.GWIN. It must be evident to the Senate 
that the proper course to pursue 1s to agree to the 
mouon which | have made, io refer the whole 
subject to the Committee on Printing. | with- 
draw the instructions which | added to that mo- 
tion; but the whole question certainly should go 
to that committee. | know the fact, and it is 
known to all Senators who have inquired into the 
matter, that the conductor of the Globe ts losing 
now $1 50 a column by the prinung of the reports 
of this body. I donot make my motion because 
I wish to show any invidious distinction against 
the printer of the Senate, nor do | wish to deprive 
him of any legitimate profits of the reporting for 
the Senate. Mr. President, there is no profit in 
it. It is notorious, the fact cannot be disputed, 
that the price we pay does not pay the expenses 
of the reporting and printing. No paper in the 
couatry is conducted on a more economical plan 
than the Globe, and itis well known that the 
conductor of that paper cannot pay his expenses, 
and we cannot expect our printer to print the pro- 
ceedings of the Senate, unless we anticipate giving 
him a profit upon what he will do now at a loss. 

1 am entirely opposed to continue adding to the 
papers which are to report our proceedings. It is 
perfectly well known that it is a losing business 
to all the papers. ‘The Senator from Illinois refers 
to the Intelligencer. Its editors get nothing from 
us. They gave up their contract more than two 
years ago, and they have not received one dollar 
from us since. I think their reports—their ab- 
stract reports of our proceedings—are equal to any 
that | have seen. 

But | am clearly of opinion that the whole sub- 


jectshould go to the Committee on Printing. Before 


we appoint another paper to print our proceedings, 
we ought toascertain from the official report of that 
committee, the true state of things in reference to 
the papers that have been publishing our debates. 
I do not wish to throw anything in the way of the 
printer of the Senate. Hus journal is a well con- 
ducted paper; and he should receive all the patron- 
age which he ts entitled to as the printer of this 
body; but that is entirely outside of the reporting 
and printing of the debates of the Senate. It is 
not connected with the reporting atall. I think 
the subject ought to be thoroughly examined by 
the proper committee of the Body, before we add 
another large item to our expenditure, the amount 
of which none can anticipate now. I withdraw 
the instructions, but insist on the reference, and 
ask for the yeas and nays upon the motion. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. ‘The argument of the 
Senator from Indiana would imply that | had pre- 
judged this question; and that it was from some 
opposition to the Sentinel that I ha¥e interposed 
resistance to his resolution. Now, it is due to me 
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tion to the committee when I addresséd the Sen- 
ate; and I was content that the Senate should dis- 
pose of it without a reference. I was also per- 
fectly willing to avow my opinion in reference to 
the manner tn which the reporting should be con- 
ducted. I trust no gentleman would mistrust me 
for a moment, and think that I would do other 
than impartial and even-handed justice to all. 
The editor of the Sentinel is a gentleman for whom 
l havea high regard; and, standing as he dees, 
as the printer of the Senate, | have been prepared, 
at all times, to do him ample justice. But my 
object is not to favor this or that individual. It is 
to save the additional annual expenditure which I 
believe to be unnecessary. I have sent for an es- 
timate of the annual amount which it costs to do 
our printing. If itis the sense of the Senate not 
to refer the resolution to the Committee on Print- 
ing, I will present that estimate when I receive it, 
I want the Senate to know the amount of addi- 
tional unnecessary expense which it will throw 
upon the Government. 

The Whig paper of this city, if I am not incor- 
rectly informed, voluntarily abandoned its con- 
tract some three years ago. It declined to make 
the reports of the proceedings of the body, and 
hence the editor was willing to be @leased from 
the contract. The Union did the same thing at 
the commencement of this session; but after the 
paper got into new hands—the moving cause is 
better known to them than to me, for | never 
passed a word with the editor in my life—he pro- 
posed to resume the contract. The subject was 
referred to the Committee on Printing, but we did 
not undertake to determine whether he could pro- 
ceed with the reporting or not. 

I repeat, it is not to favor thisor that individual 
that | have submitted these remarks; for, if the 
question were submitted to me to bestow equal 
yatrenage upon all the papers, if | know myself, 
am prepared to mete out even-handed justice to 
the Whig party as well as to my party, in pro- 
portion to their relative strength upon this floor; 
but I am not looking at that. I am going behind 
it, and | want to protect the Treasury from a large 
additional ex pense when there Is no necessity for it. 

In reference to the Union—I was, perhaps, in 
errof in not noticing the fact before—it is boldly 
charged that the Union has no reporters here. 
Often as | have seen those two gentlemen there in 
their seats, I declare to the Senate that I did not 
know which was for the Union, and which for 
the Globe, until | inquired a few moments ago. I 
understand that the gentleman furthest from me is 
the reporter for the Union. I think my friend 
from Indiana has done that paper injustice, for I 
understand that their reporters have been here 
regularly reporting all the time. In reference to 
the accuracy of their reports, to which allusion 
has been made by the Senator from Mississippi, 
[Mr. Brown,] I cannot undertake to speak. 
Whether the reports in the Union are made with 
the same accuracy as those in the Globe, | will 
not undertake to say, because I have never scru- 
tinized them to ascertain the fact. So faras my 
knowledge extends, the reports are accurate. As 
to their time of publication, | cannot speak. 

Mr. BROWN. | did not complain of the inac- 
curacy of the reports in the Union, but of the 
slowness of their publication. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. That may be the fact. 
I am not, however, sufficiently informed to speak 
in regard to it, for l have generally gone to the 
Globe, and adopted the Globe in regard to any 
remarks which | have made; and since I have been 
in the Senate, [| have had no cause to complain of 
that. 

If itis the pleasure of the Senate to act upon 
the matter now, I will state in a few minutes the 
expense of reporting. At the first session >f 
the Thirty-Second Congress, the Globe received 
$16,708 15, and at the second session $8,318 76, 
making an aggregate of $25,026 91. The Urion 
received $15,849 36 the long session, and $7,788 60 
the short session, being an aggregate of $23,637 96. 
1 understand the discrepancy results from the fact 
that the length of the columns in the two papers is 
different. In addition to that, we have furnished 
a certain number of the Congressional Globe and 
Appendix to Senators, at a cost of $7,416 for the 
two sessions. Add these amounts together, and 
it makes an expenditure of $58,080 87 for the two 
sessions of a Congress; and to that it Is now pro- 





to say that there was no motion to refer the resolu- || posed to add the amount—supposing the columns 
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of the Sentinel to be about equal to the Globe—of 
$25,000, which would make upwards of $50,000 
for reporting for each Congress of two sessions. 
If it be the sense of the Senate to enter into that 
expenditure, | have discharged my duty. 
the Senate will not consider that | have obtruded 


my opinion = the Senate. 
been made at 

Printing, | would not have opened m 
was willing that the Senate should, 


(neu. 
reporter for the body. 


I think 


and correct reports. 
estednes in that. 
paper more than for another. 


can. 


Mr. HUNTER. 


the bili whic has been returned from the Presi- 
dent. 
Mr. BRODHEAD. 


vote; the matter is not so momentous a one, and 


weall know something about this printing. I 


think we are all prepared to vote to-day. 
The PRESIDENT. 


called for. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. STUART. 


to present my views upon the subject. 
Mr. HUNTER. Then | hope the Senate will 


permit me to make the motion to postpone all 


prior orders for the = of taking up the bill 


which I have mentioned. 
The PRESIDENT. 


tained. 
Mr. BRODHEAD. 
with and dispose of this small affair. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I hope the Senate will vote 
upon the proposition. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. 
from Michigan. 
Mr. BRIGHT. I hope the Senator from Vir- 


rinia will not press his motion, if the Senator from 
Michigan desires to go on. 


Mr. DODGE, of lowa. I hope the Senate will 
not consider this matter now. We have no right 


Let us hear the Senator 


to force its consideration at this time, and I hope 


its consideration will be postponed until to-mor- 
row. I think sufficient has been already dis- 
closed to justify its being sent to a committee, at 
least to prevent ite being hastily passed upon by 
the Senate, for we shal! hereafter be called upon 
to make large payments for the work that this 
resolution may authorize to be done. I am per- 
fectly satisfied now that there ought to be but one 
reporter of the proceedings of the Senate; and 1 
hone, at any rate, that my friend from Indiana will 


allow the resolution which has thus suddenly been | 


brought before us to lie over until to-morrow. 


Mr. BADGER. Let it lie over. 
Mr. BRIGHT. 


wishes'to be heard on this matter, of course | 
will not object. 


Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. 
Michigan does. 

Mr. BRIGHT. The Senator from Michigan, 
I understood, is ready to go on now. 

Mr. STUART. I wish to be heard; but the 
Senator from Virginia wishes to proceed to other 
business. I therefore move to postpone the fur- 
ther consideration of this resolution until to-mor- 
row. 

The question was put; and the Presipent 
decided it not to be agreed to. 

Mr. BRIGHT. 
postponement. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The Senator from 


THE CONG 


1 trust 


If a motion had 
irst to refer it to the Committee on 

mouth. | 
ispose of it. 
{ entertain these opinions; I have not concealed 
| am indisposed to have more than one 
I am willing to adopt the 
paper which does not belong to either political 
party, which we may hold responsible for accurate 
show my disinter- 
I haveno prepossession for one 
I was, however, 
disposed to disclose these facts to the Senate; and, 
so far as | am concerned, if it is the sense of the 
Senate to refer the matter to the Committee on 
Printing, to investigate it, I will investigate the 
subject, and come to as correct a conclusion as | 


If Senators are disposed to 


take a vote now, [ shall not submit the motion; 
otherwise | must move that the Senate take up 


I hope we shall take the 


The question 1s on refer- 
ring the resolution to the Committee on Printing; 
and on that question the yeas and nays have been 


I have no disposition to enter 
into the discussion of this subject now, if the Sen- 
ator from Virginia wishes to submit his motion 
to proceed to the consideration of the Executive | 
message; but before the question is taken I desire 


This resolution must first 
be disposed of before such a motion can be enter- 


[hope we wil! proceed | 


It has been fully discussed. | 


If the Senator from lowa | 


I have no objection to the | 


See NAL Gus 


H PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 
On motion by Mr. PRATT, it was 


Ordered, That Francis Meir have leave to withdraw his 
| petition and papers. 


PETITION. 

Mr. NORRIS presented the memorial of Ed- 
ward Riddle, of Boston, praying the reimburse- 
ment of expenses incurred by him as agent of the 
American contributors to the Industrial Exhibi- 

| tion at London in 1851; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 


DAVID MYERLE. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I desire to submit the motion 
| that the vote on the passage of the bill which we 
yesterday requested to be returned from the House 
| of Representatives, and which has been returned 
this morning—the bill for the relief of David 
M yerle—be reconsidered. 
he PRESIDENT. The motion will be entered 
| on the Journal. 
PRINTING PATENT OFFICE REPORT. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I! desire to move a recon- 

| sideration of the vote yesterday adopting the res- 
olution authorizing the printing of thirty-seven 
thousand five hundred copies of the agricultural 
portion of the Patent Office report. 

Mr. GWIN. Did the Senator vote in the 

affirmative? 

Mr. BRODHEAD. No division was had upon 
| the question, and I acquiesced in it. 
| Mr. GWIN. Has the Senator the right to 
| make the motion ? 
| Mr. BRODHEAD. I acquiesced in the vote; 

and I believe the practice of the Senate is, that-in 
| such acase a Senator has the right to submit the 
motion. 

The PRESIDENT. Was the Senator from 
| Pennsylvania in the Chamber when the vote was 
taken, and did he acquiesce in the vote ? 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair decides that 
the Senator has the right tosubmit the motion; and 
the motion will be entered on the Journal. 


AMENDMENT OF SENATE RULES. 
Mr. BRIGHT submitted the following resolu- 
tion for consideration: 


Resolved, That hereafter, unless otherwise ordered, on 
| bill, resolution, or other business, requiring to be commu 
nicated to the House of Representatives, shall be taken to 
that House by the Secretary until two days of actual 
session after that on which the same shall have been passed 
shall have intervened; but he shall then communicate 
every such bill, resolution, or other business to that House. 


TORTUGAS FORTIFICATIONS. 


Mr. MALLORY submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
| sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to 
report to the Senate on the expediency of promptly com 
pleting the fortifications at Tortugas and Key West. 

INDIGENT INSANE BILL VETO. 

On the motion of Mr. HUNTER, the Senate 
| proceeded to the reconsideration of the bill making 

a grant of Jand to the several States of the Union, 
for the benefit of indigent insane persons, which 
had been returned from the President of the United 
States, with his objections. 

Mr. BADGER addressed the Senate, review- 
ing the several positions taken by the President 
in his veto message. [The speech will be found 
in the Appendix. } 
| Mr. BUTLER. Idonot propose to deliver my 
views on this question just at this time. 
|| Mr. WELLER. ff my friend from South 
|| Carolina consent, | will move an adjournment. 

Mr. BUTLER. I was about to say that | 
should prefer to hear others; but as I intend to 
submit my views on this subject in justification of 
my vote at some time, | may perhaps as well do 
it at this stage of the debate. I will occupy per- 
haps an hour on this subject—not more. 

r. WELLER. It is not probable that the 
Senate will take up this subject for consideration 
to-morrow, as to-mortow is private bill day. I 
shall insist on the Senate proceeding with private 
bills to-morrow. Therefore, with the consent of 
my friend from South Carolina, I will move that 
the further consideration of this subject be post- 
poned until Monday next. 

Mr. FOOT. Remembering that Monday has 
been assigned, by common consent, to the Senator 
from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] on another subject, | 
would suggest to the honorable Senator from Cali- 
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L GLOBE. 


May 
saline eh 
fornia so far to modify his motion as to fix Typ, 


day. 

Mr. WELLER. I understand that my friend 
from Michigan will not probably occur y the atie,. 
tion of the Senate on Monday for more thay ,, 
hour or an hour and ahalf. I move, therefore... 
postpone this subject to Monday; but ! will no, 
call it up on that day until the Senator from Mich 
igan has been heard, in accordance with the "4 
ment or understanding of the Senate. 

Mr. FOOT. Then I have no objection 4 
motion to postpone until Monday. 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion, the Senate adjourned 


gree. 


) the 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuurspay, May 11, 1854. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m 
by Rev. Henry Sricer. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the ap. 
nual report of the Secretary of the Treasury upop 
the condition of banks; which was laid upon the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 


DAVID MYERLE,. 
The SPEAKER. The Senate passed a bill fo 


the relief of David Myerle, which came to the 
House yesterday. They, however, subsequently 
sent us & message requesting the withdrawal of 
the bill. 

Mr. HAVEN. I move that 
directed to return the bill. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I have great confidence j 
the justice of that claim, and I hope, under. the 
circumstances, the bill will be returned. 

The SPEAKER. It can be done only by 
unanimous consent. 

There was no objection, and the Clerk was 
directed to return the bill. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, | move 
that all further debate in the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union on House bil 
No. 236, to organize the Territories of Nebraska 
and Kansas, be closed to-morrow attwelveo’clock, 
m.; and on that motion I call for the previou 
question. 

Mr. MACE. Will the gentleman allow me to 
make a single suggestion? [I would ask that he 
move to postpone the closing of debate—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
I!linois yield to the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have made the motion, 
and itis now with the House to do what it pleases 
with it. 

[Cries of ** Yield to the suggestion !’”} 

Mr. MACE. | desire to suggest that the gen 
tleman from Illinois will move to postpone ths 
closing of debate on the Nebraska-Kansas bill 
until some day next week, so that every man in 
this House may have an opportunity of discussing 
it, inasmuch as it has never had any discussion 
before the people. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There is a special order 
for Tuesday next. It is desirable that this bill 
should be disposed of this week, so that it may 
be taken out of the way of other pressing bus'- 
ness. I have made my motion, and now ask for 

| the question. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee. 
single question to the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, with the con- 
sent of the House, will indulge the gentleman 
from Illinois and the gentleman from Tennessee, 
in whatever explanation they may desire to make. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I wish merely to ask the gen- 
tleman from Illinois whether I misunderstood him 
yesterday? I understood him to say, when he 
gave notice that he intended to make this motion 
to close debate, that he would not press it if the 
enemies of the measure desired further time in 
which to submit speeches on the subject? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman misun- 
derstood me. He will find my remarks correctly 
reported in the Globe, and I refer him to them. 
The remarks | then made are as follows: 

“‘] have to state that the time at which I shall propose 
to terminate debate will depend upon the opponents of the 
bill. If they show a disposition to go on and debate it, I 
am disposed to allow the utmost time that will be possible, 
in order to have a final vote on the bill before the special 


| order takes precedence of it. If they do not show such a 
i disposition, then I shall take it for granted that they do not 
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further debate, and shall move to terminate it at the 


ipeire 
est hour. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I was of the impression 
» there was nothing said about the special order. 
“tCries of ** Question !’’ ‘* Question !’’} 
Mr. GIDDINGS. 
» Committee on Territories will permit me to say 
& é word, 
The SPEAKER, If not objected to by the 
House, the gentleman from Ohio will be permitted 
propound an interrogatory to the gentleman 
ym Illinois. 
Cries of ‘* I object } 
Mr. GIDDINGS. We occupied seven months 
tting California as a State into the Union. 


a 


he Cr 


ne 


Im 
AUliats 


® | now understand that it is determined to close 
debate ov this important bill in four days 
Cries of ** Order!” 


I insist that my motion 
m be put to the House. 

Mr. MACE. Mr. Speaker—— 

The gentleman from Indi- 
a is aware that the subject is not debatable. 


= Mr.MACE. Iamawareofit. I move to lay 
e motion to close debate on the table; and on 
at motion call for the yeas and nays. 
Ee Mir. GIDDINGS. I move that there bea call 
ne He use, 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I would appeal to my col- 
gue to withdraw his motion for awhile. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. As the yeas and nays are 
alled on the motion to lay the motion to close 
lebate on the table, | withdraw the motion which 
made that there be a call of the House. 

Mr. ENGLISH. I renew the motion that there 

i call of the House. 


“Mr WENTWORTH, of Illinois. On 


that 
otion 1 demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I want to ask the Chair a 


estion in relation to this matter. 

The SPEAKER. If not objected to, the gen- 
eman can proceed. 

Mr. CAMPBELL 

e to be heard. 

Many other Memsers objected. 

he SPEAKER. It is objected to, 
hair must execute the rules, 
from Alabama cannot proceed. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Havel not a right to ask 
the Chair a question in relation to the vote I am 
about to giver 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a right 
to make a question of order; but he has no right, 
by interrogatories or otherwise, to debate a prop- 
osition of this kind. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If I am not permMted to ask 
a question, so as to bring before the House a fact 
connected with the movement now being made, 
| will state it myself. If we postpone the time 
for closing the debate upon this bill until next 
week, or to a period so late that the opponents of 
the bill can, under the five-minute debate, prevent 
action upon it before next Tuesday, we may not 
he able to get it for weeks, if not months. 

Next Tuesday the Pacific railroad bill comes up 
as a special order, and it will not be in order to 
move to postpone it if any one member objects. It 
being Tuesday, it will not be in order to move to 
suspend the rules; and if it were in order, it would 
require two thirds to carry the motion, which we 
have no hope of obtaining. Hence, if we do not 
get a vote before Tuesday, there is no telling when 
we will get it. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Eneuisn’s 
motion; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
88, nays 97; as follows: 


1 object, unless both sides 


and the 
rhe gentleman 


YEAS—Messrs. Ball, Banks, Belcher, Bell, Bennett, 
Benson, Benton, Breckinridge, Bugg, Campbell, Carpen- 
ter, Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, Thomas Davis, Dean, De 
Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Drum, Eastman, Edgerton, Ed- 
mands, Thomas D Eliot,’ Etheridge, Everhart, Farley, Fen 
ton, Flagler, Gamble, Giddings, Goodrich, Grow, Harrison, 
Haven, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, Daniel T. Jones, Kittredge, 
Knox, Lane, Lindsley, McCulloch, Mace, Macy, Matteson, 
Maurice, Meacham, Middleswarth, Morgan, Murray, No 
Ne, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Peck, Peckham, Pennington, 
Bishop Perkins, Pringle, Puryear, David Ritchie, Thomas 
Ritchey, Rogers, Ruasell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Seymour, 
Skelton, William R. Smith, Snodgrass, Alexander H. Ste- 
phens, Hestor L. Stevens. Stratton, Straub, John L. Tay- 
lor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, Trout, Upham, Wade, 
Walley, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Tappan 
Wentworth, and Wheeler—&8. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Alien, Willis 
Allen, Ashe, David J Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barks- 
dale, Barry, Bocock, Bridges, Caskie, Chamberlain, Chris- 
man, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Cur- 





[ trust that the chairman of 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


tis, Cutting, John G. Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dowdell, 
Dunbar, Eddy, Edmundson, Ellison, English, Florence, 
Franklin, Fuller, Green, Greenwood, Hamilton, Wiley P. 
Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, Houston, In- 
gersoil, Johnson, George W. Jones, Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, 
Latham, Letcher, Lilly, Lindley, Macdonald, McDougall, 
McNair, Maxwell, May, Johan G. Miller, Smith Miller, 
Millson, Morrison, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Packer, Parker, 
John Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Pratt, Ready, 
Reese, Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, Rowe, Ruffin, Sew 
ard, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, William 
Smith, George W. Smyth, Richard H. Stanton, John J. 
Taylor, Vail, Vansant, Walker, Walsh, Warren, Wells, 
Witte, Daniel B. Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and Zolii 
coffer—97 
So the House refused to order a call. 


The question recurred on the motion of Mr. 
Mace to lay the resolution upon the table, on 
which the yeas and nays had been demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then put; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 95, nays 100; as follows: 

Y EAS— Messrs. Ball, Banks, Belcher, Bennett, Benson, 
Benton, Bugg, Campbell, Carpenter, Caskie, Chamberlain, 
Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, Curtis, Cutting, Thomas Da 
vis, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Drum, Eastman, Edgerton, 
Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, Ellison, Etheridge, Everhart, 
Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Franklin, Gamble, Giddings, 
Goodrich, Grow, Harrison, Haven, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, 
Daniel T. Jones, Kerr, Kittredge, Knox, Lindley, Lindsley, 
McCulloch, Mace, Matteson, Maurice, Mayall, Meacham, 
Middleswarth, Millson, Morgan, Murray, Norton, Andrew 
Oliver, Parker, Peck, Peckham, Pennington, Bishop Per- 
Kins, Pratt, Pringle, Puryear, David Ritchie, Thomas 
Ritchey, Rogers, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Seymour, 
Skelton, Gerrit Smith, Hestor L. Stevens, Stratton, An 
drew Stuart, John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurs- 
ton, Tracy, ‘Trout, Upham, Wade, Walley, Ellihu B. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wells, John Weutworth, 
Tappan Wentworth, Wheeler, and Daniel B. Wright—95. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis 
Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H, Bayly, Barks- 
dale, Barry, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, 
Brooks, Chrisman, Clark, Clingman Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, 
Craige, Joon G. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Disney, Dowdell, 
Dunbar, Dunham, Eddy, Edmundson, English, Florence, 
Fuller, Goode, Green, Greenwood, Hamilton, Wiley P. 
Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, Houston, In 
gersoil, Johnson, George W. Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, 
Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, Latham, Letcher, Lilly, Macdonald, 
McDougall, McNair, Macy, Maxwell, May, John G. Miller, 
Smith Miller, Noble, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, 
Jolin Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Preston, Ready, 
Reese, Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, Rowe, Ruffin, Seward, 
Shaw. Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, William 
Smith, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Richard H. 
Stanton, Alexander H. Stepheus, Straub, John J. Taylor, 
Tweed, Vail, Vansant, Walker, Walsh, Warren, Witte, 
Hendrick B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—J]00. 


So the House refused to lay the resolution on 
the table. 

The question recurred on seconding the demand 
for the previous question. 

When the name of Mr. Snoperass was called 
on the above vote, he stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Corwiy, of Ohio, or he should have 
voted ** No.”’ 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, stated that he 
had paired off with Mr. Yares, of Illinois. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I would ask the gentle- 
man from Illinois if he will consent to any modifi- 
cation of his resolution? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have already stated 
that there is no change that I can make so as to 
enable the bill to be disposed of before the special 
order comes up next week. Eighty speeches 
have already been made upon this question, which 
is more than have ever been made on amy ques- 
tion in Congress. 

Mr. EDGERTON. Well, sir, there are two 
hundred and thirty-three men here. 

A Memser. Two hundred and thirty-four. 

Mr. EDGERTON. Yes, two hundred and 
thirty-four men here, who have a right to speak 
if they see fit; and | know of no reason why ten 
men, or forty men, should be cut off from debate. 
If the gentleman will consent to a modification of 
his resolution in such a manner as to enable gen- 
tlemen to speak who desire to 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I decline to modify the 
resolution, and call for a vote on the previous 
question. 

A Member, (to Mr. Encerron.) 
time do you want? 

Mr. EDGERTON. Say till Saturday at twelve 
o’clock. 

[Cries of ** Order !’’} 

Mr. EDGERTON. I movethat there be a call 
of the House. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
nays on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Being slow of mind, I 
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have not been able to make up my opinion on the 
motion offered by my colleague; I therefore ask 


to be excused from voting. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the gentleman 
from Ohio be excused from voting. 

Mr. FARLEY. I call for the yeas and nays 
on that motion. ; 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. I move to 
lay the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee 
(Mr. CuLtom] upon the table; and on that motion 
i demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Wentwortu] moves to lay the motion to 
excuse the gentleman from Ohio |Mr. Campnety] 
upon the table. The Chair decides that that mo- 
tion is not in order, for the reason that nothing 
can be accomplished by it. The motion to ex- 
cuse the gentleman from Ohio must be taken 
without debate. Upon that motion the yeas and 
nays have been demanded. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered 

The question was then taken; and there were- 
yeas 85, nays 102; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. 


Bayly, Ball, Barksdale, Bell, Benton, Bridges, Campbell, 
Chrisman, Clark, Cobb, Colquit, Craige, Cyllom, John 


—— a 


G. Davis, Dick, Disney, Dunbar, Eddy, mundson, 
Ellison, English, Flagler, Florence, Goode, Goodrich, 


Green, Greenwood, Hamilton, Wiley P. Harris, Harrison, 
Haven, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, Ingersoll, 
George W. Jones, Keitt, Kurtz, Lane, Latham, Lilly, 
Lindley, Macdonald, McDougal!, McNair, May, John 
Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Phelps, 
Pratt, Preston, Puryear, Ready, Riddle, Rogers, Rowe, 
Ruffin, Sage, Seward, Seymour, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, 
Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, 
George W. Smyth, Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor L. Ste 
vens, Straub, John J. Taylor, Vail, Vansant, Walbridge, 
Warren, Israel Washburn, John Wentworth, Witte, and 
Hendrick B. Wright—85. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Willis Allen, Banks, 
Barry, Belcher, Bennett, Benson, Bocock, Boyce, Breck 
inridge, Brooks, Bugg, Carpenter, Caskie. Chamberlain, 
Chandler, Churchwell, Clingman, Crocker, Curtis, Thomas 
Davis, Dawson, Dean, De Witt, Dickinson, Dowdell, East 
man, Edgerton, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, Etheridge, 
Everhart, Farley, Fenton, Franklin, Gamble, Giddings, 
Grow, Houston, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, Johnson, Daniel 
T. Jones, Roland Jones, Kerr, Kidwell, Kittredge, Knox, 
Lamb, Letcher, Lindsley, McCulloch, Mace, Macy, Mat 
teson, Maurice, Meacham, Middleswarth, Smith Miller, 
Morgan, Morrison, Murray, Noble, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Parker, Peck, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Phillips, Pow 
ell, Pringle, Reese, Richardson, David Ritchie, Thomas 
Ritchey, Robbins, Russell, Sabin, Sapp, Skelton, Gerrit 
Smith, Stratton, Andrew Stuart, John L. Taylor, Nathaniel 
G. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, Trout, Tweed, Upham, Wade, 
Walker, Walley, Walsh, Ellihu B. Washburne, Wells, 
Tappan Wentworth, Wheeler, Daniel B. Wright, and Zol 
licoffer— 102. 

So the House refused to excuse the gentleman 
from Ohio from voting. 

Mr. DEAN. [I rise toa privileged question. I 
move to reconsider the vote by which the Houge 
refused to lay the resolution offered by the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. RicHarpson] upon the 
table. I appeal to the gentleman from Illinois to 
extend the ume for closing debate until Saturday 
next, so as to give the opponents of the bill a fair 
opportunity to be heard. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move to lay the motion 
to reconsider upon the table; and upon that mo- 
tion I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I rise to a question of 
order; that the motion made by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Dean] is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. For what reason? 

Mr. HAMILTON. Because it accomplishes 
nothing. 

Mr. ORR. No legislative end is gained by it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion 
that the motion to reconsider is not in order. 
The object which the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Dean] has in view could be attained quite 
as well by voting against the adoption of the res- 
olution moved by the gentleman from Illinoie, 
[Mr. Ricuarpson,] or by moving again to lay 
the resolution upon the table. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia 
to reconsider debatable ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not debatable. 

Mr. SAGE. I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the House refused to excuse the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Campsett] from voting, and to 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. Upon 
that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York (Mr. Sace} did not vote with the majority, 
and therefore cannot make the motion. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I voted with 


Is the motion 
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the majority, and I make the motion to recon- 
sider 

Mr. WENTWORTH. I move to lay the mo- 
tion to reconsider upon the table. 

Mr. SAGE. Upon that motion I demand the 
yvens and nays. 
" The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and there were— 
yeas 109, nays 62; as follows: 


YE AS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Ashe, 
Thomas H Bayly, Banks, Barksdale, Belcher, Bell, Ben 
ton, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, Bugg, Caskie, 
Chamberlain, Charchwell, Cobb, Cotquiu, Cox, Craige, 
Cumming, John G. Davis, Dawson. Dean, Dist ey, Dow 
dell, Dunbar, Eddy, Edmundson, English, Etheridge, Flor 
rence, Goode, Goodrich, Green, Greenwood, Hamilton, 
Wiley P. Harris, Harrison, Haven, Hendricks, Heon, Hib 
bard, Hillyer, Houston, Hunt, {ngersoll, Johnson, George 
W. Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kidwell, Kurtz, Lane, 
Latham, Letcher, Lilly, Lindley, Macdonald, McDougall, 
McNair, Maxwell, Meacham, John G. Miller, Smith Mil 
Xer, Millon, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Parker, 
Peck, Joon Perkins, Pheips, Phillips, Powell, Pratt, Pres 
tou, Puryear  Beady, Reese, Richardson, Riddle, Thomas 
Ritchey, Rot «, Rogers, Ruffin, Seward, Shaw, Shower, 
Bineleton, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. Smith, William R. 
Smith, George W. Smyth, Alexander H. Stephens, An- 
drew Stuart, David Stuart, Join J. Taylor, Tweed, Vail, 
Vansant, Walbridge, John Wentworth, Witte, Daniel B. 
Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—109 

NAYS.- yssre. David J. Bailey, Ball, Barry, Bennett, 
Benson, Cal@fbell, Carpenter, Chinsman, Clioginan, Crock 
er, Callom, Thomas Davis, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, 
Edgerton, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, Ellison, Everhart, 
Farley, Fenton, Franklin, Gamble, Giddings, Grow, Howe, 
Daniel T. Jones, Kerr, Kittredge, Knox, Lindsley, MeCul 
loch, Matteson, Maurice, Mayall, Middleswarth, Morgan, 
Morrison, Murray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Pennington, 
Pringle, David Ritchie, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sim 
mons, Stratton, John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, 
Thurston, Tracy, Trout, Upham, Wade, Walley, Elihu 
B. Washburne, Tappan Wentworth, and Wheeler—62. 


So the motion ww reconsider was laid upon the 
table. 

Mr. KERR. I desire to make a suggestion, 
which | think will prove satisfactory to the House, 
if they will allow me to make it. 

{Cries of ** Hear him!” “ Hear him!’’} 

My sugguestion is this: I am not disposed my- 
self to curtail the debate, as everybody knows, 1 
am disposed to see the rules of the House fairly 
executed, and the public business transacted. [| 
propose that debate shall be extended through the 
resent week, with the understanding that it shall 
likewise extended so as to close during the next 
week. J ask the general consent of the House 
that this arrangement be made, and that the con- 
sideration of the Pacific railroad bill be postponed 
one week, I think that a fair proposition. I ap- 
peal to gentlemen by their love of order, and their 
regard for the interests of the country, to acquiesce 


i 


in this proposition to extend the time of discus- | 


Bion, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to gen- 
tlemen that on next Tuesday, and from day to 
day, until disposed of, the Pacific railroad bill is 


to be considered as a special order. That special | 


order cannot be postponed except by unanimous 
consent; but if unanimous consent is given, it can 
be postponed to a particular day, when it will be 
the special order at that particular day. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Will the House permit 
me to make a suggestion and statement to the 
Hiouse? [am one of those who would resist, in 
any reasonable manner, all efforts to stifle debate 
upon the question which has been discussed for 
the last week or ten days. I desire that all gen- 
tiemen should have a hearing upon this subject 
who are disposed to speak. My proposition is 
this—and I think all will see its fairness and its 
practicability—to go on with the debate, and then, 
when all the gentlemen have been heard who 
desire to speak, those who propose to close the 
debate will certainly have good reason for doing 
80. 

And if the proposition that has been made to 
close debate on this question to-day or to-morrow, 
be carried, there will be thenmany members who 


| Pacific railroad bill, will supersede all other busi- 


ness; and the proposition submitted by the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, [Mr. Kerr,]} is to 
postpone the consideration of that measure for one 
week. 

Several gentlemen addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee (Mr. ErneripGe) still has the floor. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. It seems to be conceded 
by the friends of the bill, as well as by its ene- 
mies, that a fair discussion 1s all that is required. 
Now, there are many gentlemen, no doubt, who 
feel a personal solicitude upon this measure, and 
who desire to be heard. If that is the case, it is 
very hard to have debate closed within one, or 
two, or three days. Suppose we should go on 
and consume another week, and then debate 
should not be concluded on this bill, we might 
see that it could be closed in one or two days 
more. Suppose that, when we adjourn on Sat- 
urday evening, there should be half a dozen gen- 
tlemen desiring to speak, and who have not been 
heard, then, when we meet on Monday, we 
might well postpone the special order for a day or 
two; and if, on Ponttiay morning, one or two gen- 
tlemen more desire to be heard, we might, by 
unanimous consent, postpone that special order for 
another day. A nd when every gentleman has 
thus had a fair opportunity of making known his 
sentiments on the subject of the Nebraska bill, a 
proposition to shut down debate will come with 
good grace from any quarter, and will not be re- 
sisted. If gentlemen insist on the proposition to 
close debate to-morrow, or Saturday, | shall vote 
against it, for the reason that [ do not know 
whether myself or my friends, who desire to speak 
on the bill, may have an opportunity in that short 
interval to do so. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Will the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee permit me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Yes. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Does the gentleman from 
Tennessee make a proposition to dispose of the 
special order of Tuesday next by postponing it 
to a specified day? 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr.Speaker, I do not feel 
authorized to make any particular proposition of 
the kind. 

Mr. WRIGHT. If you are desirous that de- 
bate shall continue, make the proposition to post- 
pone the special order to a certain day, and the 
friends of the bill will vote in favor of that prop- 
osition. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. I think, Mr. Speaker, 
that my proposition addresses itself to the under- 
standing of every gentleman here’ I am willing, 
as faras { am concerned, that debate shall beclosed 
in areasonable time next week. I am not author- 
ized to make any proposition as to the postpone- 
ment of the special order; but | am simply desir- 


, ous that debate shall be closed after every gentle- 


man who now desires to speak on the bill shall 
have been heard, and not before. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. Mr. Speaker, I was de- 
termined to urge the consideration of the Pacific 
railroad bill when it should come up for consid- 
eration under the special order. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. | 


And | still am | 


determined to urge its consideration, unless under | 


these cirqmstances. I am not disposed to stifle 
proper debate on this Nebraska question; and if 
the House unanimously desire the postponement 
of the special order on the Pacific railroad bill, and 


make that bill the special order for Tuesday week, | 


or any specific day—if this be the unanimous 
desire of the House, for the purpose of discussing 
fully this question, I will consent to it. F 
Several Memspers. That is fair; let us do that. 
Mr. SAGE. I object. 
Mr. WHEELER. I appeal to the gentleman 


|| from New York to withdraw his woe 


desired to speak, but who could not be heard. 


Now, it appears to me, that if we were allowed 
to go on with the discussion of this bill, we 
might close in four or five days. Let us, there- 
fore, go on with debate in a proper spirit, and 
then when members who desired, have made their 
speeches, debate may be closed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair presumes that 
the gentleman from Tennessee did not understand 
the statement of the Chair; and if he will indulge 
him, the Chair will repeat his explanation. When 


Tuesday comes, the special order, to take up the 


‘| discussed already. 


_messee, [Mr. Eruerinee.] 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. | barely wish 
to say a word inreply tothe gentleman from Ten- 


unite in the proposition of the gentleman from 


California [Mr. McDoveatt] to postpone the | 
special order for one week, in order that this Ne- | 


| braska bill might then, after the fullest discussion, 


| be voted upon, if that was what those gentlemen | 


acting with the gentleman from Tennessee really 


| wanted; but I am certain that that is not what 


they want. We have been willing from the be- 
ginning to discuss this Kansas and Nebraska bill 


| thoroughly and oer It has been thoroughly 
oq 


1 would willingly | 


| 


| 


uestion before this body | 


i el _ May 11, 


since the foundation of this Government h 


: as be 
more thoroughly discussed than the leadin ™ 


: ; 2 : & Ques. 
tions involved in this bill. I think] may rae 
the assertion that more speeches have been mas, 


upon the bill than upon any one measure gj 
have been in Congress. We have been w; 
and are still willing, that more may be mad. 
We are willing to setand hear gentleman ag |o,, 
as we can under the special order. We have bee, 
willing to sit here all night. Infirm in health mal 
have been, I have been willing to sit here, I wes 
here last night, and the night before, todo go, Bos 
l ask the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Er. 
ERIDGE,] who broke up the debate night before Ing; 
Who moved that the committee rise last pic}, ; 
From which side did objection to going on wi) 
debate come? It came from those acting wi: 
the gentleman who is now asking further time 
to speak. There has been liberality in this cas, 
great liberality, unusual liberality, already. |; i, 
exceedingly liberal in the gentleman from Califo. 
nia [Mr. McDovGa zr} to consent to postpone the 
special order—the Pacific railroad bill. This. 
say, is exceedingly liberal on his part. We pl 
willing to accede to it. But the friends of the ger. 
tleman from ‘Tennessee will not. Nothing wi 
satisfy them, | apprehend. Why do they not 
accede to it, if debate was what they wanted? We 
the friends of the bill—a majority of the House 
will sit here all might, and to-morrow night, and 
the next night, and all next week, if that will sai. 
isty them! If you want free and liberal debate. 
say so, and accede to terms that will allow it, and 
then allow a vote to be taken. But if factinys 
opposition is what you are after; if you wish to 
thwart the national will, constitutionally expressed, 
let us know it, and we will meet you as factions 
opposition in this House always has been met, 
The friends of the bill must sit the question out, if 
it takes to-night, to-morrow, the next day, and 
even the next. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Rhode Island, was here recov. 
nized by the Chair. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
order. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House 
this discussion is out of order. It is suffered only 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then I will make the 
point of order which [ desired to make upon one 
of my own friends, and not upon the gentleman 
from Rhode Island, [Mr. Davis ]} 

Mr. DAVIS, of Rhode Island. In reference to 
this question now under consideration, the gentle- 
man from Georgia says it has been discussed more 
than any other which has ever been presented to 
this Housé since the foundation of the Govern- 
ment. He should bear in mind, and the House 
should bear in mind, that a deeper interest is felt 
in it, than has ever been felt in any other; and it 
is a more important question, too, than any which 
has been before this House, in the estimation of a 
large portion of the members of this House. And, 
sir, | am in favor, and I believe the country !s 
in favor, of giving to every gentleman upon this 
floor, who desires it, a chance to be heard, and 
in favor of giving a sufficient time for that pur- 


nee | 


ling 


I rise to a question of 


| pose, without involving us in night sessions until 


eleven or twelve o’clock. I do not think it 
is right to deny us that privilege; and I do not 
recognize the right of any man upon this floor to 
curtail me in the enjoyment of that right. [ think 
an attempt to do so is an infringement of priv- 
ilege of every gentleman in this House. If it has 
taken a long time to discuss this question fairly, 
I will say it was not brought before this House 
by those who want to discuss it. It has been 
thrown upon the House, and forced upon them, 
and I, for one, should be glad to get it out of the 
way at any time. But the country expects that 
this question will be discussed, and fully discussed; 
and they further insist upon all the forms of bus- 
iness of this House being observed, if liberty !s 
to be sacrificed. They want it to be guarded to 
the last, and, when the last struggle comes, they 
want us to use all the powers and rights which 
we have to defeat it. They are determined to 
defeat the passage of this bill, and they are determ- 
ined to do it, because it is right to do so. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. I would inquire of the 
Chair what the question is? 

Mr. ORR. I rise to a question of order. Both 
sides have been heard, and further discussion !8 
out of order. 
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| w54. 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I gave way 


moment only, and ; 
“vir, ORR. 1 insist upon my point of order. 
The ‘HAIRMAN. Discussion is notin order, 
) ventlemen will preserve order, without which 
‘ a not progress with the business before us. 
Wr. ORR. Lf withdraw my objection. 
Vr. WASHBURN. I will say, then, that if 
eynen desire that there should be a free and 
f)] discussion of this subject; if they are willing 
‘wentiemen may come here and make their 
veches for and against the bill, in regular order, 
Jin decent and proper hours, let them come 
-ward and make a proposition that after the dis- 
tion of the special order of next week, this 
question shall be taken up and acted upon—that 
js, after the special order of next week, and the 
other special orders, be disposed of. Let them do 
that. ‘'wo or three days is not time enough to 
scuss this measure. 
Mr. CRAIGE. I rise to a question of order. 
Vr. WASHBURN. Sir, this ts an important 





i 


#}\//—more so than any other that has been before 


eso ee 


Stain the House but a moment 


the House for years. 

Mr. CRAIGE. I call the gentleman to order. 
| insist upon my point of order. 1 object to the 
gentieman from Maine proceeding, 
~The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 
ovjection of the gentleman from North Carolina. 
Ile knows of no rule by which the gentleman 

wing received the unanimous consent of the 
House to make a speech. 

Mr. CRAIGE. He did not have the unani- 


} mous consent to make a speech upon the bill 


fhe SPEAKER. The Chair does not know 
al What point the gentleman can be arrested. 
Vic. WASHBURN. Mr. Speaker, I will de- 





Mr. CRAIGE. 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appealed to the 
House to know whether there was objection to 

e ventieman’s proceeding, and no objection was 
nade. The gentleman then commenced his re- 
marks, and the Chair does not know at what 
pont he can stop him. Unanimous consent sets 
side all rules. 

ir. CRAIGE. A proposition was made that 
the Pacific railroad bill should be postponed. The 


l again rise to a question of 


Fventteman from Maine made objection, and his 


was the only objection coming at that time from 
that quarter of the Hall. Under these cireum- 


© stances the gentleman from Maine obtained the 


floor, and asked the consent of the House to 
w him to make an explanation, and no objec- 
m was made to so reasonable a proposition, 
Unanimous consent, however, was not given for 
him to go on and make a speech upon the bill 


itself. 1 certainly never gave my assent to such 


Sfrom Maine can be arrested in his remarks, he | 


aproposition; and it was upon this ground that | | 


rose to a question of order. 


TheSPEAKER. ‘The Chair thinks the House 


gave unanimous consent for the gentleman from 


Maine to make suggestions in reference to the | 


order of business as connected with this bill alone, 


and he will rule that the gentleman must confine 


btmself to such suggestions. 

Mr. WASHBURN. 
decision of the Chair, and so confine myself. It 
was not my intention to take up much of the time 
of the House. I am aware that when the House 
gave their consent for me to make a statement, it 
was not their expectation that | should go on and 
make an hour’s speech, and I will not do so now. 
| wish merely to state some of the reasons why 
| think the proposition which has been made to 
postpone the consideration of the Pacific railroad 
bill, cannot and ought not to be acceded to by the 
opponents of the Walsédke bill. And let me say 
there are other suggestions which, in my opinion, 
it would be better for the House to adopt in ref- 
erence to this matter. This, sir, is a bill which 
should be fully and thoroughly discussed. Two 
or three days are no time for the discussion of a 
measure of this importance; nor is a week, which 
it Is now proposed to allow, a sufficient time. I 
say there should be ample time for the discussion 
ot a great measure which is agitating the country 
from one end to the other. 

(Cries of ** Order !’’ and confusion. } 
_Thecountry demands that we should haveample 
ume to consider it before it is acted upon. 





I will conform to the. 


Maine 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


{Loud and repeated cries of ‘* Order!”’ ** Or- | 
der!”’} 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine | 
will suspend, Gentlemen are repeatedly calling 
the gentleman to order. The Chair does not know 
for what reason; for, in the confusion prevailing 
in the Hall, the gentleman could not be heard. 
The Chair asks that the point of order shall be 
stated, if any gentleman has any to make. 

Mr. HUNT. 1 ama friend to free discussion. 
I have shown myself, from the beginning, afiiend 
to the maintenance of the privileges of every mem- 
ber upon this floor. I sull feel some concern for 
free discussion in reference to this bill. It seems 
to me, however, that the proposition made by the 
gentleman from California is a fair one. I do think 
that those who desire free discussion, and are the 
friends of order, ought to accept it. Sir, while 
there was a majority disposed to stifle debate, | 
raised my voice against the irregularity and op- | 
pression which was resorted to. But whenaprop- 
vsition of an honorable character is made, which 
will allow every member of the House to avail 
himself of the privilege of expressing his senti- 
ments upon this question, | think it becomes every | 
friend of liberty to accept it. 

Several Members, ‘That ’s right. 

Mr. SAGE. lam not aware, Mr. Speaker, 
even if not objected to, that this debate is to be 
allowed to goon. ‘The House has voted downa 
motion to lay the resolution for the close of the 
debate upon the table. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. 
yet been passed. 

Mr. SAGE. I know that it has not; but that 
was a test vote. ‘To judge of future votes by those 
which we have had, we may cuuclude that the 
resolution will be passed. Now,! am unwilling, 
for one member of this body, to consent that the 
important business before the country shall be 
thrust aside to take up a matter which everybody 
will admit is not important business as regards the 
present. ‘There is no necessity for it. | was sur- 
prised the other day when the Committee of the 
W hole on the state of the Union passed by avery | 
large number of important bills on the Calendar, 
for the purpose of reaching this Nebraska-Kansas 
bill. And, sir,so long as | retain my health, I shall 
resist every attempt of this kind in every legitimate 
way. I think the country will sustain me in so 
doing. lam not to be deterred by any threats 
here of whatever kind. My rights are the same 
as those of every other member; and | intend to 
assert them now and at all times. I look on the | 
Pacific railroad question as of far more importance 
than this swindle which has been thrown before 
the country without any previous notice to the 
people. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine 
is upon the floor. The gentleman from Virginia 
addresses the Chair. Does the gentleman from 
yield? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I yield to the gentleman 
from Virginia, if it be the consent of the House 
that | should do so. 

Mr. BENTON. What is the question ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
question. 

Mr. BENTON. Is the question on postponing | 
the bill for the Pacific road; is that the question ? | 

TheSPEAKER. There is no question of that 
sort now before the body. ‘The Chair and the 
House yielded first to the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Kerr] to make a proposition that 
the Pacific railroad bill be postponed, as the special 
order, for one week. It was repeated by the gen- 
tleman from California, [Mr. McDovucatt.} It 
was objected to by the gentleman from New York, 
{Mr. Waenane.! A single objection is conclu- 
sive, as the Chair stated. Several gentlemen 
rose, and, by permission—not under the rule, and 
in order—made suggestions in reference to the 
order of business, as connected with this bill. 
Among the rest, there was the gentleman from 
Maine, [Mr. Wasnsurn,} and he was progress- 
ing, by the unanimous consent of the House, with 
his suggestions, and in order. 

Mr. BENTON. I give my unanimous con- 
sent to the gentleman to go on with his speech, 
but I enter myself a permanent objector to post- 
poning the Pacific railroad bill. Thatis all. Rail- 
road or anything else, | wish to have the correct 
understanding that | am a permanent objector to 


| 


It has not 
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postponing the Pacific railroad bill. [Great sen- 


sation. } 

Mr. HUNT. If the centleman from Missouri 
will allow me, l will make one remark. 

Mr. BENTON. Certainly, sir. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine 
is upon the floor, and he had yielded to the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, [Mr. Bayer. ] We shall 


get into confusion, unless something like order is 
preserved. 


Mr. WASHBURN. I yield to the gentleman 
from Virginia, if that be the wish of the House. 

Mr. BAYLY. I desire to say, in this connec- 
tion, that | am quite sure | speak the sentiments 
of the friends of this bill, when | say that their 
every disposition has been to allow the largest 
latitude of debate. Ithas beenshown. But why 
not cut it off, when we are already admonished, 
by one of the prominent opponents of the bill, 
that, no matter to what extent the debate may be 
indulged in, when it is over this scene is to be re- 
newed? If that is the case, we had as weil meet 
it now. 

[Cries of ** Now!” * Now!’’} 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Maine yield to the gentleman from Louisiana ? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Yes, sir. . 

Mr. HUNT. Lunders:ood the gentleman from 
Missouri to say that he was anxious that the 
Pacific railroad bill should be disposed of by the 
House. Now, sir, he is not more anxious for 
that object than | am, and, | believe, a large ma- 
jority of this body. But when we are assured 
that, on the conclusion of this debate, that subject 
will be taken up, the object the gentleman desires 
is attained. Aud | would again say, that I do 
think it becomes us, as Americans, as national 
representatives on this floor, as lovers of liberty 
and parliamentary law, to go on with this discus- 
sion, as proposed by the gentleman from Califor- 
nia, and then proceed with the regular business 
of the country. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Will the gentleman from 
Maine allow me to say a word? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Certainly; I yield to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. I think this debate has 
gone far enough, and | object to its continuance. 
If the Chair decides that it is in order, I shall ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will repeat, that 
the gentleman from Maine was allowed, by unan- 
imous consent, to take the floor to make sugges- 
tions in connection with the business of the body. 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Campsetv] rises 
and asks leave of the gentleman from Maine to 
make an explanation. Under the circumstances, 
the gentleman from Ohio must also have the leave 
of the House. The gentleman from Connecticut 


objects. The Chair wishes to execute the rule 
precisely as it is. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I wish to 
say 





The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the 
Chair is compelled to interpose. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. WARREN. I desire to know if I under- 
stand the Chaircorrectly? I understand the Chair 
to say that it is in order for the gentleman from 
Maine to proceed, but that it is not in order for 
him to yield the floor to any other person. 

The SPEAKER. If objected to. 

Mr. WARREN. Then, sir, I object. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Well,| have only tosay, 
that if objection is made to my having the same 
privileges that have been accorded to other mem- 
bers, | will resist the further progress of this bill 
by all the means which the rules of the House 
sites in my power, even though gentlemen may 
call it ** faction.” 

[Cries of ‘* Good !’’ ** Good !”’ and ‘* Order !’’} 

Mr. HUNT. I hope the gentleman will be 
heard. Others have been heard. 

[Cries of ** Order !”’] 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
now. 

Mr. WASHBURN, (resuming.) I am sorry 
to disagree with the gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. Hunt] in reference to this question; and if 
anything could lead me to believe that | was wrong, 
it would be to find that he disagreed with me. 

But, sir, suppose the time for debate shall be 


I will not ask to be heard 


| extended one week, what time shall we have 
\! then for that free and wide discussion which ought 
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to take place? 
within some eight days upoh this great question. 
Afier we have terminated the general debate—if it 
ehall be terminated—then we shall be in com- 
mittee under the five-minute rule, and sometimes 
questions of not half, of not a tithe the importance 


of this one, are debated for a whole week under || 


the five-minute rule, and this bill ought to be so 
discussed, for the most valuable debate will un- 
doubtedly be then. The amendments will then 
come up—the House bill, the Senate bill, the bill 
offered as a eubstitute by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, [Mr. Richarvson,] and the bill of last ses- 
sion; then, the Utah and New Mexico bills are 
also talked of as amendments to this one; and 
there are various other amendments that will be 
offered, and ought to be offered, and that ought to 
be discussed. But just s0 sure as you tell us that 
we are to constrain ourselves within the limited 
time between now and a week from Tuesday next, 
every one here knows—he is sure in 


is desirable—that we ought to have. 


Bir, if gentlemen insiet upon having action upon 


this biil—although | do not consider it as import- 


ant that there should be such action as they do— | 


let them pot it off until the Pacific railroad special 
order, and the other special orders, have been 
disposed of. Is it not of as much consequence 
and importance to the country that all those im- 
portant acta of special legislation, such as the 
French spoliation bill, the Pacific railroad bill, and 
of public interest, as the deficiency bill—the pas- 
sage of which ia a matter of imminent and urgent 
necesssity—and some of the general appropriation 


bills, should now be acted on, as that this ques- | 


tion, which gentlemen themselves contend is, after 
all, but the establishment of an abstract principle, 
should be decided to-day or to-morrow? 
have lived under this great wrong, if such it be— 
this abstract wrong—for thirty-four years 

The SPEAKER, (interrupting.) The Chair 
must remind the gentleman from Maine that he is 
wandering far beyond the boundaries prescribed 
by the leave of the House. 

Mr. WASHBURN. It seems to me that! am 
stating reasons 

Mr. CRAIGE, I rise toa question of order. 
T understood that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
Wasuspurn} was permitted, by the unanimous 
consent of the House, to make a suggestion. | 
did not understand that he had a right to make a 
apeech 

The SPEAKER. The Chair had arrested the 
gentleman from Maine in the course of his re- 
marks before the gentleman from North Carolina 
rose to his point of order. 

Mr. WASHBURN. My suggestion is—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair respectfully sug- 
gests to the gentleman from Maine that beyond 
very brief remarks explanatory of the proposition 
before the body, this debate is not strictly in 
order. ; 

Mr. WASHBURN. 








I respectfully submit to 


the Chair that | made this suggestion, if gentle- | 


men desired to have this question discussed as it 
should be discussed, that it must be put over be- 
yond the time in which the special! orders are to 
comeup. I was stating the reasons why that 
suggestion was a wise and prudent one, and, 


among other reasons, I urged that there was not | 


sufficient time to consider and discuss this subject 
before the special orders came up ; 

TheSPEAKER. The Chairwiil say, in reply 
to the gentleman from Maine, that he must be 
well aware that the proposition to put the special 
order over one week has been absolutely refused 
by the House. 





voices objecting to putting over the consideration 
of thie subject until the Pacific railroad bill was 
disposed of. 
that there is no legitimate object for the course of 
remarks in which the gentleman has indulged. 
Mr. WASHBURN. Will the Chair allow me 


to say, I did not understand that there was any | 


objection to the suggestion I made. 
he SPEAKER. Objection was made by 
twenty gentlemen, if the Chair could determine 
from the number of voices. 
Mr. WASHBURN. 
tions, arising probably from the fact that | was 
speaking. 
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We shall then be brought to act | gentleman from Maine of the fact that objection 


his own | 
mind—that we cannot have that discussion which || 


As we || 


The gentleman must also beaware | 
that his proposition was met by half a dozen || 


The Chair must decide, therefore, || 





I did not hear the objec- | 





| was made to his proposition to postponing the con- 
| sideration of this bill beyond the time agreed upon 
| for the consideration of the special orders. 


| Mr. WASHBURN. Very well; I will not 


} trespass further upon the time of the House. 


Mr. GOODRICH. Will the gentleman from 
| Maine [Mr. Wasusvurn) allow me to say one 
word? 

[Cries of ** I object!’’ ** I object!’’) 

Mr. CRAIGE. I rise to another question of 
order. The gentleman from Maine (Mr. W asu- 
BURN] has been decided to be out of order, and | 
understand by the rules that when a gentleman is 
declared out of order, that he cannot proceed in 
order unless by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would say, in 
reply to the gentleman from North Carolina, that 


oo. 


|| the gentleman from Maine cannot proceed, if ob- 


jection be made, except by a vote of the House. 
Mr. CRAIGE _ I object to the gentleman from 
Maine proceeding further with his remarks. 
The SPEAKER. Is it the pleasure of the 
House that the gentleman from Maine proceed in 


| order? 


Mr. SAGE 


Upon that motion I demand the 


| yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Is the question 
whether the gentleman from Maine shail proceed 
with his remarks? 

The SPEAKER. Itis whether the privileze to 
do so shall be given by a unanimous vote of the 
House. 

Mr. JONES. There is no question. Ido not 
see how the gentleman from Maine can proceed 
in order, as he has been called to order for pro- 
ceeding out of order. 

The SPEAKER. If there was an appeal from 
the decision of the Chair, the question would be 
upon sustaining the decision of the Chair in ruling 
the gentleman from Maine out of order in the 
course of remarks in which he has induiged. The 
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. Craice] goes 
beyond that, and objects to his proceeding at all. 
The Chair decides, that if the House authorize 
the gentleman from Maine to proceed and make 
suggestions in connection with the course of pro- 
ceedings on this biil, it will be in order for him to 
do so. 

Mr. CRAIGE. Mr. Speaker, | make the point 
of order, that after the Chair decided that the gen- 
tleman from Maine was out of order in his re- 
marks, he cannot then proceed in order, unless by 
the unanimous consent of the House. 

The SPEAKER. He cannot proceed in order 
unless he is permitted to do so by a vote of the 
House. He does not require unanimous consent 

Mr. CRAIGE. I object to his proceeding. 

Mr. SEWARD. I hope the objection will be 
withdrawn, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided that 
the gentleman from Maine could not proceed unless 
in the way of making suggestions in reference to 
the course of proceedings of the body on this bill; 
and the Chair called the gentleman to order for not 
confining his remarks to that purpose. He may 
roceed in order. 

Mr. DRUM. 1 call for the 
35th rule of the House. 

The rule was read, as follows: 


‘““If any member, in speaking, or otherwise, trans 
gress the rules of the House, the Speaker shall, or any 


reading of the 


| inember may, call to order, in which case the member so 


called to order shall immediately sit down, unless per- 
mitted to explain; and the House shall, if appealed to, de 
cide on the case, but without debate ; if there be no appeal, 
the decision of the Chair shall be submitted to. If the de 
cision be in favor of the member called to order, he shall 
be at liberty to proceed ; if otherwise, he shall not be per 
mitted to proceed, in case any member objeet, without leave 
of the House; and, if the case require it, be shall be liable 
to the censure of the House.”’ 


The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
genlteman from Maine may make a suggestion in 
reference to the proceedings of this body on the 
subject of the bill under consideration—— 

Mr. CRAIGE, (interrupting.) Then the rule 
goes on to say, that a member, if called to order, 
shall not proceed in order unless by consent of the 





| House. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North 
Carolina has not looked with care into the rule; 


| for the rule declares that if the Chair decides that 


| the member is in order, and if no appeal be taken 
The SPEAKER. The Chair reminded the || from the decision of the Chair, ae metdiler may | 


OBE. 


_ that the members of this House would not 





__May Ni, 
eee 
proceed without the vote of the House, in ord, 
That is the rule, as it has been read just now : 

Mr. CRAIGE. I was under the impresgi 
that the Chair decided that the gentlernan a 
Maine was out of order. ° 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did go 
and the gentleman from Maine submitted 
decision of the Chair, and proposes now t 
ceed in order. The Chair decides he has 
to do that. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Under th 
suggestion of the Chair, declaring that | was 
in order in the remarks which | was proceeding 
to make, and with the full knowledge of the fag 


decide, 
to the 
0 pro. 
a right 


have 
accorded me the consent which they did to make 


a suggestion if they had supposed | would speak 
on the question generally, or in such manner ag 
the Chair should declare out of order, I submitted 
to the decision of the Chair. But I had Supposed 
[ was in order, or, at all events, I was endeayor. 
ing to be in order. I shall not now trespass any 
further on the House than to say 

Mr. GOODRICH, (interrupting.) Will the 
gentleman from Maine permit ine a word of ey. 
planation? 

Several Members objected. 

Mr. WASHBURN, (resuming.) I will noy 


trespass on the House any further than to say that 
if gentlemen are not willing to give us this full and 
ample time for discussion—such ag we ought to 
have—by extending the debate to the hour and 
day indicated in my suggestion, then | must feel 
obliged to object to any other proposition to close 
debate sooner. 


Mr. ENGLISH. Mr. Speaker, | intend to 
make a general objection to all proceedings out of 
order, and to insist upon the question before the 
House. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Indi- 
ana has a right to do that, and the Chair will 
sustain him in taking objection as well as he can 

Mr. GOODRICH. | simply wish to asks 
question, and to make a suggestion in reference to 
this matter; and I hope I willbe allowed to do so 

The SPEAKER. Only by the unanimous 
consent of the House. 

Several Members objected. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon 
the motion that there be a call of the House; and 
upon that motion the yeas and nays have been 
demanded. 

Me. SAGE. lIask to be excused from voting 
upon that motion. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I move that the gentle. 
man be excused; and upon that motion | demand 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then put; and there were— 
yeas 59, nays 93; as follows: 


Y EAS—Messrs. David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Ball, 
Breckinridge, Bridges, Clark, Cobb, Colquitt, Crocker, 
John G. Davis, Eddy, English, Florence, Green, Green- 
wood, Hamilton, Haven, Hendricks, Henn, Hillyer, Hous 
ton, George W. Jones, Keitt, Kidwell, Kurtz, Lane, Lilly, 
MeVougall, MeNair, May, John G. Miller, Mordecai Oliver, 
Orr, John Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Powelb, Pratt, Preston, 
Puryear, Ready, Riddle, Ruffin, Seward, Seymour, Shaw; 
Shower, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William R 
Smith, George W. Smyth, Straub, David Stuart, Joho J. 
Taylor, Tweed, Walbridge, John Wentworth, Hendrick B 
Wright, and Zollicoffer—s9. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis 
Allen, Ashe, Banks, Barksdale, Barry, Belcher, Bennett, 
Benson, Bocock, Boyce, Brooks, Bugg, Campbell, Carpen 
ter, Caskie, Chamberlain, Chandler, Chrisman, Chureh- 
well, Clingman, Craige, Cumming, Cutting, Thomas Davis, 
Dawson, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Dowdell, Dun 
bar, Edgerton, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, Ellison, Ethe- 
ridge, Everhart, Farley, Fenton, Gamble, Goodrich, Harn 
son, Hibbard, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, Ingersoll, Johnson, 
Daniel T.Jones, Roland Jones, Kerr, Knox, Latham, 
Lindsley, McCulloch, Macy,” Matteson, Middleswarth, 
Millson, Morgan, Murray, Norton, Olds, Packer, Parker, 
Pennington, Pringle, Reese, Richardson, Robbins, Rogers, 
Russell, Sabin, Sapp, Simmons, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, 
Stratton, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, Trout, 
Upham, Vail, Walley, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Wasb- 
burn, Wells, Tappan Wentworth, Witte, and Daniel B 
Wright-—93. 


So the House refused to excuse the gentleman 
from voting. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. | move to reconsider the 
vote by which the gentleman from New York was 
excused from voting; and upon that I call the yeas 
and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York was not excused from voting. 
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The question was then taken upon Mr. Goop- , 


vr. CAMPBELL. I meant to say the vote 
ny which he was not excused. | 
‘The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman vote in 
he afirmative? 7 
“Mr. CAMPBELL. I voted no. I voted with 
he majority. : , 

The SPEAK ER. Then the gentleman has the 
aght to make the motion. 

yhe yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and there were— 
veas 29, nays 124; as follows: 
yEAS—Mesers. Ball, Bennett, Benson, Campbell, Cul- 
a Dickinson, Eastman, Flagler, Giddings, Goodrich, 
row Lilly, MeCulloch, Mace, Macy, Meacham, Morgan, 
poral Pennington, Pratt, Pringle, David Ritchie, Russell, 
Se Hestor L. Ste vens, Wade, aud John Went- 


Sabin, Sapys 
oe] 


rort! — 2 
WN AYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Willis Allen, Ashe, Da 

J. Bailey, @homas H. Bayly, Banks, Barry, Belcher, 
all Boc ex, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, Carpenter, 
Coskie, Chamberlain, Chandler, Chrisman, Churchwell, 
Clark, Cobb, Cox, Craige, Crocker, Cumming, John G. 
navis, Thomas Davis, Dawson, Dean, De Witt, Dick, 
powdell, Dunbar, Eddy, Edgerton, Edmands, Edmundson, 
pilison, Etheridge, Everhart, Farley, Fenton, Florence, 
Gamble, Goode, Green, Greeuwood, Hamilton, Wiley P. 
rarris, Haven, Hendricks, Hillyer, Houston, Howe, 
Hughes, Ingersoll, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, 
J Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidweil, 
Kittredge, Knox, Kurtz, Lane, Lindley, Lindsley, Mac 

jonald, McNair, Matteson, Middleswarth, John G. Miller, 
gmith Miller, Millson, Morrison, Murray, Noble, Nor- 
ton, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, John Perkins, 
Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Preston, Puryear, Ready, Rich 

ardson, Riddle, Robbins, Rogers, Ruffin, Sage, Seward, 
Seymour, Shaw. Simmons, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. Sinith, 
William Smith, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, 
dlexander H. Stephens, Stratton, Straub, Andrew Stuart, 
David Stuart, John, J. Taylor, John L. Taylor, Nathaniel 
G. Taylor, Thur-ton, Tracy, Trout, Upham, Vail, Van- 
sant, Walley, Warren, Etlihu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Wells, Tappan Wentworth, Daniel B. Wright, 
Hendrick B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—]24. 

So the House refused to reconsider the vote. 

Mr.STUART, of Ohio. I movethat the House 
do now adjourn; and upon that | demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MACE. I ask to be excused from voting 
upon the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I submit that that is not 
norder. If that were to be allowed, we might 
got come to the motion to adjourn before to-mor- 
row morning. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair rules that the 
proposition of the gentleman from Indiana is not 
in order. 

The question was taken; and decided in the 
negative—yeas 69, nays 109. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. DRUM. I move that when this House 
adjourns it adjourn to meet on Saturday next, at 
twelve o’clock, m.; and upon that motion I de- 
mand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. | 

The question war taken on the motion to ad- 
journ over; and decided in the negative—yeas 49, 
nays 109. 

So the House refused to adjourn over to Satur- 
day. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs 
apon the motion that there be a call of the House, 
upon which the yeas and nays have been de- 
manded. 

Mr. SAGE, 
adjourn. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
motion I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken upon Mr. Sace’s mo- 
on; and decided in the negative. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question then recurred upon the motion 


I move that the House do now 


Upon that 


that there be a call of the House, upon which the | 


yeas and nays had been demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken upon the motion; and 
decided in the negative—yeas 60, noes 80. 

So a call of the House was not ordered. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, pending the call of the roll, | 


when his name was called, said he paired of with 
Mr. Pergins, of Louisiana, upon tis vote. 

The question then recurred upon seconding the 
demand for the previous question upon the reso- 
lution closing debate upon the Nebraska bill. 

Mr. GOODRICH. I move that the House do 
sow adjourn. 

Mr, FARLEY. Upon that motion [ demand 
the yon and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 








RicH’s motion; and decided in the negative—yeas 
40, nays 66; as follows: 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER announced that no quorum 
had voted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
call of the House. 

Mr.SAGE. Upon that motion I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I 
excused from voting upon that motion. 
Mr. HOUSTON. 
The SPEAKER. 


| move that there be a 


ask to be 
That is not in order, is it? 

The Chair cannot entertain 
any such motion. The rules prescribe that when 
the House finds itself without a quorum, no 
motion shall be entertained except a motion that 


there be a call of the House, and a motion to 
adjourn. 


Mr. WASHBURN. I withdraw the request. 

The question then recurred upon the motion 
that there be a call of the House. 

Mr.SAGE_ I move that the House do now 
adjourn; and upon the motion | demand the yeas 
and nays. , , 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Sace’s 
motion; and decided in the negative—yeas 47, 
nays 67. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, stated that for a 
short time he had paired off with Mr. De Wirr. 

Mr. BALL stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. Cox. 

Mr. BUGG stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. Batrey, of Georgia. 

Mr. HOWE stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. Hitiver. 

The question then recurred upon Mr. Rica- 
ARDSON’s motion that there bea call of the House. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I ask to be 
excused from voting upon that motion. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair cannot entertain 
the proposition, for the same reason that he refused 
to entertain a similar one made by the gentleman 
gome time since, that no quorum has voted. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I thought there was a | 
quorum upon the last vote. 

The SPEAKER. No quorum has voted. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Ricu- 
ARDSON’s motion; and it was decided in the affirm- 


_ative—yeas 75, nays 44. 


So it was ordered that there be a call of the | 
House. 
Pending the call of the roll, 


Mr. DEAN asked the unanimous consent of 


' the House to have his vote recorded, he having 


been outside the bar when his name was called. 

Mr. WHEELER. ! object. 

The SPEAKER. The next business in order 
is the execution of the order that there be a call 
of the House. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 
the House do now adjourn. 


Mr. STUART, of Ohio. 


I move that 


Upon that motion | 


| demand the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
adjourn; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
52, nays &4. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Pending the call of the roll on the above ques- 
tion, 

Mr. MACY stated that he had paired off until 
to-morrow morning with Mr. Disney. 

The SPEAKER. The House having ordered 


|} a call of the House, the Clerk will now proceed to 


call the roll, and note the absentees. 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I! ask 
excused from voting on that question. 
The SPEAKER. There is no question before 


to be 


| the House, 


The Clerk then called the roll, and found the 


following members absent: 


Messrs. Aber@rombie, Aiken, Appleton, Banks, Bell, 
Bennett, Benton, Bissell, Bliss, Brooks, Campbell, Carpen 
ter, Caruthers, Chamberlain, Chandler, Chase, Chastain, 
Chrisman, Cook, Corwin, Cullom, Cumming, Curtis, John 


| G. Davis, Dawson, Dent, Dick, Disney, Dunbar, John M. 


Elliott, Ewing, Faulkner, Franklin, Fuller, Gamble, Good 
rich, Green, Grey, Aaron Harlan, Andrew J. Harlan, | 
Sampson W. Harris, Harrison, Hastings, Hiester, Hill, 


Howe, J. Glancy Jones, Roland Jones,@urtz, Lamb, La- || 
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tham, Lyon, McMullin, McNair, McQueen, Smith Miller, 
Nichols, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Peck, Peckham, 
Bishop Perkins, John Perkins, Pheips, Preston, Ready, 
David Ritchie, Rowe, Sapp, Shannon, Singleton, Gerrit 
Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, Sollers, Fred- 


erick P. Stanton, Walbridge, Wells, Westbrook, Yates, 
and Zollicoffer. 


The SPEAKER. The officers of the House 
will now close the doors. 
Thedoors were then closed. 


Mr. DRUM. I move that all further proceed - 
ings under the call be dispensed with. 

Mr. STUART. On that motion | demand the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I desire to state, on behalf 
of Mr. Perkins, of Louisiana, that he, desiring 
to go to dinner, being unwell and hungry, I have 
paired off with him. I have answered on a call 
of the House. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 26, nays 131. 

So the House refused to suspend all further 
proceedings under the call. 

Pending the call, 

Mr. HILLYER stated that he had paired off 
for the present with Mr. Howe. 

Mr. LINDSLEY, also stated that, forthe pres- 
ent, he had paired off with Mr. Mitre, of Mis- 
sourl. 

Mr. EDMANDS, 
now adjourn. 

Mr. CROCKER 
on that motion, 

Mr. HENN. 
order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that it is. 

Mr. HENN. After the House has refused to 
suspend further proceedings under the call ? 

The SPEAKER. That is the decision of the 
Chair. The motion is in order. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 64, nays 86. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I would ask the 
Chair whether, after the doors have been closed 
by order of the House, and proceedings under the 


call are in progress, it is in order to allow members 
to enter or go out? 


Mr. CAMPBELL. 





I move that the House do 
{ demand the yeas and nays 


Is the motion to adjourn now in 


1 call the gentleman to 


order. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. It is a question of 
order. I call the attention of the Chair to the ex- 


ecution of the order of the House. 

The SPEAKER. A moment’s reflection will 
satisfy ae from Ohio that the gentle- 
man from Kentucky is in order, he being on the 
floor to a question of order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. | will remark, with 
the leave of my friend from Ohio, that it being in 
order to alternate between motions to suspend 
further proceedings under the call and motions to 
adjourn, the House never can complete the call 
unless the doors be kept closed, and members pre- 
vented going out or coming in. I call the atten- 
tion of the Speaker to the fact that the order is not 
enforced. 

The SPEAKER. The officers of the House 
must enforce the order of the House rigidly 
There is no authority drawn from the rules that 
the Chair knows of which would, under a call of 
the House, allow members to go out or come 
in. The practice, however, the Chair is aware 
is different. There are cases of emergency when 
gentlemen must go out. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. That is the only way 
by which we can get gentlemen to do anything. 

The Clerk then proceeded to call the list of ab- 
sentees for excuses. 

James C. Atten. No excuse 

WiriiaM AppPLeTon. 

Mr. WALLEY. My colleague is detained from 
his seat in the House by severe sickness in his 
family. I therefore move that he be excused, 

Mr. SAPP. I demand the yeas and nays on 
that motion. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. Allow me to ask 
the Chair a question. If Mr. Appierow is not 
excused for the reason given, will not the order of 
the House be imperative on the Sergeant-at-Arms 
to go and bring him here? 

he SPEAKER. That will depend on the 
action of the House. 








1166 


Mr. BAYLY. If he is notexcused, would not 
the Sergeant-at-Arms be bound to bring him here? 

The SPEAKER. Then it would be impera- 
tive on the Sergeant-at-Arms to bring the gentle- 
mon 

‘The yeas and pays were ordered. 

Vr. MORRISON. IL ask the unanimous con- 
sentof the Liouse to make a statement, before the 
call of the roll, upon the question before the 
House. 

No objection was made. 

Mr. MORRISON. [I will state that Mr. Ap- 
rueron and Mr. Aiken, a member from South 
Carolina, paired off upon the question pending in 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union—the bill to organize the Territories of 
Nebraska and Kansas. I paired off with a mem- 
ber from Georgia, Mr. Cuastain, upon the same 
question. After my return, and during the day, 
there has been a consultation between myself and 
the member from South Carolina, and between 
the friends ef the member from Massachusetts 
and the member from Georgia, the absentees, and 
at that consultation, as the member from South 
Carolina and myself both desire to vote upon that 
bill, it was arranged that the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts shall be considered as paired off with 
the gentleman from Georgia until one of those 
gentlemen return. When either of the absentees 
return, the arrangement will be at an end. 

The question was then taken on Mr. WaLtey’s 
motion; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 14], nays 2. 

So Mr. Appieron was excused. 


here 


Pending the call on the above vote, 


Mr. HILLYER stated that he had paired off 


with Mr. Howe 

Mr. HILLYER. I move that ail further pro- 
ceedings in the call be dispensed with. 

Mr. SAGE I demand the yeas and nays on 
that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HUGHES. It being now half past six 
o'clock, p. m., | move that the House do now 
adjourn, 

Mr.MATTESON. I call forthe yeas and nays 
on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and there were— 
yeas 64, nays 80, 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs 
upon suspending further proceedings under the 
call, upon which the yeas and nays have been de- 
manded and ordered. 

Mr. MAURICE. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the Hon. Mr. AppLetron was ex- 
cused; and upon that motion I call for the yeas 
aud nays. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I rise to a question of 
order, that there being a proposition pending to 
suspend all further proceedings under the call, it 
is not in order to move to reconsider the vote by 
which Mr. AppLeton was excused. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the 
point of order made by the gentleman from North 
Carolina, and rules that a suspension of proceed- 
ings under the call would set aside the question 
with regard to Mr. APPLETON. 

Mr. WHEELER. I move that the House 
adjourn. 

“he SPEAKER. That motion would not be 
in order, the House having just voted upon that 
question. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Hitt- 
YER’s motion; and there were—yeas 79, nays 70. 

sy the order of the Speaker the doors were 
then opened. 

Mr. SAGE. I move that when the House ad- 
journs, it adjourn to meet on Monday next, and 
upon that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 


The Clerk having proceeded to call the roll—— 
Mr. MATTESON. 


voting upon that motion? 

The SPEAKER. It is too late. 
been a response to the call, and the Chair decides 
that the motion is not in order. 

Mr. MATTESON. I did not know that there 
had been any response, as in that case | was 
aware that the motion would not be in order. 

The SPEAKER. The motion would not be in 
order for a further reason, that a gentleman can- 
not ask to be excused from voting upon a motion 


I ask to be excused from | 


There has | 


| Chair is correct. 





to adjourn; but upon questions other than a mo- 
tion to adjourn such a motion would be in order. 

Mr. MATTESON. I supposed that upon a 
motion to adjourn over the rule would be differ- 
ent, 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Sace’s 
motion; and there were—yeas 48, nays 111. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 1 move that 
the House adjourn; and upon that motion I de- 
mand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and there were— 
yeas 59, nays 86. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr.GOODRICH. I move acall of the House, 
and upon that motion, | demand the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MAURICE. I ask to be excused from 
voting. 

Mr.CAMPBELL. I move that the gentleman 
from New York be excused from voting. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I rise to a point of 
order. The 42d rule reads: 

“Every member who shall be in the House when the 
question is put, shall give his vote, unless the House, for 
special reason, shall excuse him.’’ 

| suppose it is necessary that a gentleman ask- 
ing to be excused, should assign some special 
reason for such request. 

TheSPEAKER. The motion to be excused 
from voting is in order; and every gentleman will 
determine for himself the reasons he has 
making such a request. 

Mr. WHEELER. I rise to a point of order. 
I would like to know whether the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. Maurice] is obliged to give his 
reasons for asking to be excused ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already stated 
that every gentleman can determine for himself 
the reasons he has for asking to be excused. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I really wish to be 
informed upon this matter. J never intend to 
raise a question of order from captious motives; 
but in regard to this matter, I desire to be really 
informed about the proper construction of the 
42d rule, a portion of which I have already read. 

The SPEAKER. The rule seems to contem- 
plate giving some special renson; but the Chair, 
without reflection, supposes that it would be com- 
petent for gentlemen to ask to be excused, with 
or without assigning a reason therefor. 

Mr. BANKS. I think the reasoning of the 
If 1 am asked to vote to excuse 
or not excuse the gentleman from New York, the 
special reason for my vote is, that he asks to be 
excused. I can then either vote in the affirmative 
or negative, as | may think necessary. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I suppose it is 
manifest, if the rule which | have read means any- 
thing, that it oucht to be enforced. 

Mr. BENSON. I rise to a question of order. 
Does the gentleman from Virginia appeal from 
the decision of the Chair? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia 
has not appealed from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. MAURICE. If the gentleman from Vir- 


for 


| ginia (Mr. Smiru] will give way, I will state to 


the House my reasons, which will perhaps ob- 


| viate the necessity for any further discussion. 


Mr. SMITH. With the permission of the 
House, I will read another portion of the 42d 
rule. 

** All motions to excuse a member from voting shall be 
made before the House divides, or before the call of the 
yeas and nays is commenced; and the question shall then 


| be taken without further debate.”’ 


There is an amendment to the rule, which reads 


| as follows: 


“That part of rule 42, which allowed a brief verbal 


| statement of reasons to be given by any member for re- 


questing to be excused from voting, rescinded January 2, 
1845.”? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that it is 
discretionary with a member whether he will give 
his reasons or not for asking to be excused from 
voting. The Chair thinks that the rules and 
practice taken together will bear him out in the 
decision he has made. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to call the 
attention of the Chair to the fact that the note to 
the 42d rule states that that part of the rule which 
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given by any member requesting to be ey, 
from voting, was rescinded January 9. 

Since the rescinding of that part of the rule 
have not been permitted to give reasons, but th. 
could ask to be excused without assignins .._ 
reasons. ‘That has been the practice ever gi’ 
that part of the rule relating to this subject 
rescinded. , 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I ask to be excused ¢,,, 
voting upon the motion to excuse the gentlem,. 
from New York (Mr. Maurice] from voting — 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides tha: thy 
proposition is out of order, believing that pronog. 
tions to excuse gentlemen from VOung cannot he 
thus accumulated. - 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will not insist upon m, 
motion, although | do not wish to be undergo.) 
as waiving the right to make it. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I make this point of order 
for the consideration of the Chair, that a call of (4, 
House, and a motion to adjourn, take Precedence 
of all other questions; and the gentleman canny 
make the motion to be excused, pending a vote op 
these. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided j). 
day that a motion to be excused from voting upon 
a proposition to adjourn cannot be made, He 
cannot, therefore, entertain such a motion. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I now make the point of 
order, that a motion for a call of the House wi) 
take precedence of anything but a motion to aj. 
journ, and therefore, that you cannot entertain , 
motion to excuse a member with any more pro. 
priety than you can a question touching any other 
proposition. Suppose we did not have a quorum 
You could not excuse a member from voting with 
less than a quorum present. Jn this way yoy 
might stop up a call and get a quorum, and there- 
fore a call of the House must take precedence of 
any other motion, except a motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the vey. 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. Cruremay} is 
correct. It is within the recollection of the House 
that the Chair permitted that motion to be made, 
and a vote to be taken, but it was done inadvert- 
ently upon the part of the Chair. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The Journal is full of de- 
cisions upon this point. I think it will be shown 
by reference to the Journals, that in 1849-’50 no 
person made that motion oftener than the honor- 
able gentleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I am obliged to the gen- 
man from Ohio. I will remind the gentleman that 
upon the memorable day to which he refers, the 
Speaker decided that a call of the House was not 
in order, and, therefore, that there could have been 





Uned 
1845 


' 
they 


nee 


Was 


e 


| no motions to excuse gentlemen upon that propo- 


sition. The motions were upon other proposi- 
tions. A motion for a call of the House was not 
in order, and we had no quorum voting. 

The SPEAKER. ‘It would be in order for 
gentlemen to give asa reason why they would not 
vote upon a motion to adjourn, that they would 
rather have a full House. The reason of this 's 
very obvious. The Chair having had his atte 


| tion called to this matter, decides that the gentle- 


man from New York [Mr. Maurice] is not in 
order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I take an appeal from the 
decision of the Chair; and upon that I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I move to lay the appea! 
upon the table; and upon that motion I demand 
the yeas and nays. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair certainly has no 


| disposition to make any decision here that w'!l 


have an improper bearing upon one side or the 


| other in this controversy. He seeks only to ¢"- 
| force and adhere to the rules as they are. The 


allows a brief ¥erbal statement of reasons to be || 


& 


> 


gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Camppect] appes's 
from the decision of the Chair. The gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. Criveman] moves '0 
lay the appeal upon the table. 

Mr. WHEELER. Upon that motion I de- 
mand the s and nays. a 

Mr. RICHA RDSON. It is buta repetition of 
the same question, and [ make the same point of 
order. , 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot entertain 
appeal upon appeal; such isthe rule. _ 

Mr. PERKINS, of New York. I am in hopes 
that I can make a proposition that will put an end 
to the contest which has been going on here all 
day. If the House see fit to entertain the prope 
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ion I desire to present, I will afterwards reduce 
the form ofa resolution. ‘The proposition is 
to allow the debate to proceed one week, 
iin the mean time, direct the Clerk of the House 
votify the three thousand clergymen who lately 
cent a remonstrance against the passage of the 
Nebraska bill, that they will be heard if they will 
~y»me on here, an hour each, in prayer for the suc- 
esau! dispatch of our business here. ee) 
+ thev must come on at their own expense. 
se, also, aS soon as they get through with 
prayers, that then the question upon this 
shall be taken without further debate. I think 
by that time the House will be in a proper tem- 
ner and disposition to do justice to this bill. 
Laughter J Fr 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I 


for tha@purpose of expressing my astonish- 


£ 


eitecsabd 

” ICyies of Oh!’ “Oh!” and * Order !’’] 

Mr. SMITH. I simp!y want, Mr. Speaker, 
express my astonishment at the manner in 
DP) 

Renewed cries of ** Order!”? ‘* Order!’’] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia 

is aware that debate is not in order. 

The Chair will state to the House the question 
itnow stands 


w! 





"ae CLINGMAN. Mr. Speaker, | wish to 
explain on a point of order. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will first state 


the question. The gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Maurice] asked to be excused from voting 
on the motion that there be a call of the House. 
The Chair decided that the motion to be excused 
t in order. The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. CAMPBELL] takes an appeal from that decis- 
The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
CLinGMAN] moves to lay that appeal on the table. 
The gentleman from New York (Mr. Maurice} 
cain rises, and asks to be excused from voting 
on the appeal 
Mr MAURICE, (correcting. ) 
to lay the appeal on the table. 
The SPEAKER. Yes; and the Chair decid 
that the gentleman’s proposition to be excused 1s 
out of order, the whole being based on the original 
roposition 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I take an ap- 
peal to the House from that decision of the Chair. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that no 
peal can be taken until the previous one is dis- 


was no 





On the motion 


al 


posed of. This is the principle established under | 


the rule. 
Mr. WASHBURN. I wish to understand by 
appeal, whether the Chair decides correctly. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has already stated 
that one appeal cannot be piled upon another. 
There has been an appeal taken from the decision 
made by the Chair, that the proposition made by 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Mavurice,] 
to be excused from voting, was not in order If 
s last appeal were entertained, it would be but 
appeal upon an appeal, the whole being based 
on the correctness of the decision first given 
Mr. CLINGMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
withdraw the motion which I made to lay on the 
lable the appeal taken by the gentleman from Ohio, 
1 to make a point of order that an appeal could 
not be taken pending the motion for a call of the 
House, which takes precedence of all other busi- 
ness, in the same manner as a motion to adjourn. 
The question to be decided by the appeal could 


not 


a 


and itis to ascertain whether there be a quorum 
present that a call of the House is made. The 


be decided unless there was a quorum present; | 
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The roll was then called; and there were—yeas 
65, nays 90. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I move that 
when the House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on 
Saturday next; and on that mouon | call for the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, | 
desire to ask if this question has not been passed 
upon before? 

The SPEAKER. Very true, it has. But the 
lapse of time—whether it be a day or an hour— 
sometimes brings reasons for a change of purpose. 
The Chair therefore holds that a motion to adjourn 
over is in order any time before adjournment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MAURICE. Upon this motion to adjourn 
over, | ask, Mr. Speaker, to be excused from 
voling. 

Mr. WHEELER. 
the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that it is 
not competent for the House to excuse a member, 
and that a member has no right to ask to be ex- 
cused from voting on a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If the Chair will allow me, 
I will ask a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
will state his question of order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I would ask the Chair 
whether there is a distinction between a simple 
motion to adjourn and the motion to adjourn over 
one day or more? 

The SPEAKER. The difference is, that the 
latter, if carried, carries an adjournment for a little 
longer time. But the subject is not debatable, as 
the gentleman from Ohio cannot but be aware; and 
the Chair should be saved from enforcing the rule 
on the subject. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Then I reluctantly and 
respectfully ask to take an appeal from the decis- 
ion of the Chair; and upon that question I call 
for the yeas and nays. 


The SPEAKER. 


And upon that I ask for 


The Chair holds that the 


| appeal made in this case by the gentleman from 


| Ohio (Mr. Campse tr] is not legitimate. 


The 


| Chair dislikes to be forced to make what may seem 


to gentlemen to be an arbitrary decision. But if 
gentlemen will reflect for a single moment, the 
Chair thinks he will not be charged with having 
made any arbitrary decision in the matter. There 
is an appeal already pending on a case very like 
the one in question. It is not competent under 


| the rule, nay, it is forbidden under the rule, to | 
| pile appeals one upon another. The Chair, there- 


fore, most respectfully declines to entertain the 
appeal made by the gentleman from Ohio. 

The roll was then called; and there were—yeas 
47, nays 104. 

So the House refused to adjourn over. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the 
motion to lay the appeal of the gentleman from 


| New York on the table. 


very reason on which I took the first exception | 


applies to this, that, upon either a motion for a 
call of the House, or a motion to adjourn, these 
preliminary or collateral questions cannot be made. 

The SPEAKER. 
pat order raised by the gentleman from North 
Jarolina, 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 
yeas and nays en the appeal. 

Mr. WHEELER. And I renew the motion 
to lay the appeal on the table; and on that motion 
lask the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. FLAGLER. I move that the House do 


I ask for the 


now adjourn; and on that motion I ask for the | 


yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 





The Chair overrules the | 


Mr. WALLEY. I moveto reconsider the vote 
just taken by which the House refused to adjourn 
over. 


TheSPEAKER. The Chair decides that that 


| motion is not in order, for the reason—and a very 


palpable one it is—that the motion may be re- 
newed at any time; and where that is the case, a 
motion to reconsider cannot be in order. 

Mr. WALLEY. I! move that the House do 
now adjourn; and on that motion I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and there were— 
yeas 61, nays 81. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon 
laying the appeal upon the table. 

Mr. MA ESON. I move that when the 
House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Monday 
next. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is notinorder, 
for the reason, that since that motion was last sub- 





mitted, the House has not transacted any business, 
except upon motions to adjourn over, or to ad- 
journ, in im@ediate connection. 
| Mr. MATTESON. ThenI move a call of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is in order at 





| 


this time. 


Mr. SAGE. Upon that motion I call for the 
yeas and nays. 





The SPEAKER. The Chairis reminded that 
there is already a call of the House pending, and 
arising Out of that question is an appeal which is 
pending. The question, therefore, first recurs 
upon laying the appeal taken from the decision 
of the Chair upon the table, and upon that prop- 
osition the yeas and nays were ordered. The 
Clerk will call the roll. ~ 

The question was then taken; and decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 104, nays 51. 

So the appeal was laid upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon 
the motion that there be a call of the House. 

Mr. MAURICE. I rise toa privileged ques- 
tion. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
appeal was laid upon the table; and on that mo- 
tion [ demand the yeas and nays. 


A Voice. Did the gentleman vote in theaffirm- 
ative. 

Mr. MAURICE. Idid. I voted with the ma- 
jority. 

Mr. ORR. I move to lay the motion upon the 
table. 


Mr. MATTESON. 
for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides the mo- 
tion made by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Maurice] to be out of order. The Chair could 
point the gentleman to similar motions made during 
this session, which were ruled to be out of order, 
and which decisions were sustained by a very 
large majority of the House. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. As there is now no appeal 
pending from the decision of the Chair, I take an 
appeal from that decision. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will entertain that 
motion, as it is competent for the House, at any 
time, to reverse its own decision. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I move to lay the appeal 
upon the table. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk here commenced to call the roll. 

Mr. MATTESON. I move that the 
do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
motion is out of order, as the Clerk had com- 
menced to call the roll. 

Mr. MATTESON. Had any response been 
made before I submitted the motion? 

The SPEAKER. The response was made 
before, or at least, simultaneous with the motion, 
and the Chair decides that the roll shall be called. 

The question was then put; and there were— 
yeas 95, nays 43. 

So the appeal was laid upon the table, and the 
decision of the Chair sustained. 

Pending the call, 

Mr. FARLEY asked to be excused from voting. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order, pending 
the call of the roll, to ask to be excused. That 
request must be made before the Clerk commences 
to call the roll. 

Mr. FENTON also gave notice that he had 
paired off with Hon. Mike Wats for a short 
ume. 

Mr. MATTESON. I move that when the 
House adjourn, it adjourn to meet on Monday 
next; and upon it I demand the yeas and nays. 

Several Memsers. Adjourn now. 

Mr. MATTESON. Iam desired by some of 
my friends to move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot sub- 
mit both motions at once. 

Mr. MATTESON. I withdraw the former 
motion and submit the latter one; and upon that 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and there were— 

eas 72, nays 83. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Pending the call, 

Mr. MORTON gave notice that he had paired 
off with Mr. Grow. 

Mr LETCHER also gave notice that he had 
paired off with Mr. Taytor, until he shall return, 

A Voice. When will that be. 

Mr. LETCHER. I do not know; but until 
he does return I have paired off with him. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs 

\| upon the motion that there bea call of the House 


Upon that motion I call 


Upon that motion I call 


House 
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with the business before the House. 
(Cries of ‘* Let's hear @hat it is '’’) 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I ask to be excused from 





now adjourn; and on that motion I demand the 
yeas and nays. 





Mr. SAGE. I think the question is upon a The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot pro- || voting on that question. I move that I be ex. —_ 
motion te adjourn over until Monday. ceed so long as objections are made. cused. TH 
Mr. RICHARDSON. At this point I raise a Mr. COBB. I appeal to gentlemen to with- The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the call 
question of order. The House have refused to draw their objections. gentleman cannot be permitted. ' — C 
adjourn over to Monday, and I submit that it is Mr. WENTWORTH. I will withdrawmy = Mr.CAM PBELL. I desire to call the ate, este 
not competent for gentlemen to make the motion | objection. ee tion of the Chair to the fact that it has bee: ae 
over and over again. Mr. HOUSTON. Ido not withdraw mine. decided heretofore Mr. G 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the motion The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman from [Cries of ** Order !’’] adjourns 
is in order, unless made in such a connection as | Alabama cannot proceed. The gentleman from Mr. SEWARD. Mr. Speaker—— TheS 
to make it out of order. That has been the prac- Vermont submits the motion that he be excused The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oh), motion t 
tice heretofore, and the Chair will so rule. from voting upon the proposition that there beacall | upon the floor on a question of order. . Mr. © 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Upon that motion I de- of the House. The Chair decides that the motion Mr, SEWARD. I wish to have the queatio, journ ov 
mand the yeas and nays. cannot be made, and from that decision the ge ntle- settled whether the gentleman can ask to be ex would it 
The yeas and nays were ordered. man from New York takes an appeal. ‘J he same cused without furnishing reasons. It is an cn Thes 
The question was then taken; and decided in decison has before been made to-day upon a similar | of the privilege of the House. I put the quest . Mr. F 
the negative—yeas 54, nays 95. motion, and sustained by a vote of the House. on that ground. Nor | move” 
So the House refused to adjourn over. Phe Chair thinks it is a very liberal construction The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules ,), which tl 
The question then recurred upon the motion ‘© Suppose that the House would ee wap shale question of order raised by the gentleman fron CampPBe 
that there be a call of the House decision within two hours, but in this one instance hio. Unless the gentleman takes an &ppeal the laid upo 
Mr. DEAN. I believe the morning hour has he will, nevertheless, give that construction, and question is settled. Fig the yea 
expired. | move that the rules be suspended, and | Permit the appeal to be taken. He will not say Mr. ORR. The question is not debatable. aoe 
that the House resolve itself into the Committee what may be his course in the future, if such cases The SPEAKER. Itis not. = a 
of the Whole on the state of the Union "Wan, "RICHARD ON. | — : aaa Mr. CAMPBELL. I would say, in reply i = no 
The SPEAKER. That motion cannot be en- gy : | _ move that the appeal the gentleman from Georgia, that matters of abuys. — 
tertained, for the reason that there is a motion —— —o 7 ms t are matters between me and my constituents, ani al 
pending to close debate in committee, which must Mr. SAPP. Upon that motion I demand the | pot between that gentleman and myself. sede t . 
take precedence. yeas and nays. ‘ [Cries of ** Order!’’ expiall 
Mr. DEAN. I think my motion ought to be Mr. GOODRICH. I move to be excused from Mr. SEWARD. The question involves :). with hi 
entertained by \.nanimous consent. 7 vores ae that motion. ‘ ; character of this House. and the 
Mr. WASHBURN P Main I hat The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the S - ’ ‘he: yeas & 
Mr. SHBURN, of Maine. Te Ee ks ee ede eae The SPEAKER. The Chair trusts that the  diour' 
the House do now adjourn. in he aaa iad seed deg aauiae it oe ae th "House will allow the gentleman from Ohio 1 whe 
M r. M E ACHAM ° l wish to be excused from d s ; of } Ry . r 100 &} ] Cal trom tne present any authority he may have on the ques 
voting. ecision of the Chair. inte. negati\ 
The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the Phe question was then taken upon M r. Ricu- Mr. CLINGMAN. The question cannot be * 
proposition of the gentleman from Vermont can- | 4®P80N § motion; and decided in the afirmative— debeted oye day ne 
not be received. yeas 160, nays 34. Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman does yo The 
Mr. MEACHAM. I know that has been the So the appeal was laid upon the table. ask to debate it. consid 
decision of the Speaker; but | wish to suggest to MODIFICATION OF RESOLUTION TO CLOSE Mr. CAMPBELL. I appeal from the decision decisi 
him a decision upon this point made ina previous DEBATE. of the Chair; and refer to a case where the ques Regs 
; "ree ‘entf } Cc now : . iain ai ‘ ge : the yé 
Chain . T ses 5 : the motion submitted by me this morning to close Clork’a 2 ole th tit - he : e CUTRR! tO the Mr 
C i a. . ‘the W hol dg Jlerk’s desk tha ay be read. 
Mr. PHELPS. What is the question before debate in the Committee of the v mt On the Stake The SPEAKER. The Chair makes no ques sider 
a Bien? of the Union upon the Nebraska bill. aeiiiegih tala tl find Mr 
TI SPE AKER. TheChai Mr. CAMPBELL. The question is upon tion but what the gentleman may find some pre M 
we | 4 1 r aon t isuaahiients ordering a call of the House, is it not? I think C@dent for his position; but it was an error, and _ 
tio! yrder. The Chair will say to i ee : ] {Great yeas 
felis cen shovdeehanrte WaeeyDtac eee. we had better have the regular order of business. otha have been corrected long ago. (Gre Th 
ti . . RIC ISON. If ave not the righ roe 
gress the Journals show that a motion to excuse ia teat HARD 0 Sa . th kit u ’ right Mr. CAMPBELL. I take an appeal from the Mi 
es mee = : y my motion, Il will not ask if as a priv- . x 8 +, 
a member from voting upon a motion that there tae decision of the Chair. o’clo 
be a call t se W t : t mh, oprarT op “ho: YGE y ad 
Ch = “ - House was entertained; but the The SPEAKER. The Chair will remind gen- Mr. INGERSOLL. And [ move that the . M 
‘hair has doubts whether it was not done inad- denien dnd Ved Gl She Shon & ceeds ren appeal be laid upon the table. Wh 
ly yas tl thing done this morn- : coat P ace e| Mr. HIBBARD. I would M 
vertently, as was the same thing tid. that the mover 6f anv bill, réeclation. or of Mr. . I would make the point of t 
yr. The Chair decides that a motion to excuse . ss y eer Bepdes rder whett | fr he decisi the 
ing aoe oh , _ order whether an appeal from the decision of the e | 
: eal : any original proposition, has the right to withdraw a a ; ; ; 
a member upon a motion that there be a call of ify j a rs pee Chair is in order on a motion to fix the time to take 
seeatintaaie Gn aie Ain: pitied or modify it as he may please, before any action hich the H hall adj ; M 
Mr. ME ACH AM Tian wetials Gis mek ail shall have been taken upon it by the House. The bighecm tg SRS SONS SARE ASEM | . onl 
enturteined but the member was excused on Chair certainly thinks the gentleman from Illinois Phe SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the 1 
votin by tl H oe : has the right to modify his resolution as he may House may fix its own rules. If it contradicts M 
“The ShEAK ER. TI . n ee think proper. “ itself every day it is not the fault of the Chair, 3 
; a le BER. The Chair wi “pretcobt ? Mr. BANKS. | desire to ask the Speaker if but its own fault. (Laughter.) The Chair wil ee 
— ‘hi ee oo Le ee > aise rer tO | the resolution of the gentleman from Illinois is | further: If the House is disposed to do a fool. a 
give his reasons for asking to be excused from | j4¢..6 the House at this time? Is there not 'sh thing, the Chair must indulgeit. [Renewed 
voting. Since that time the rule has been changed ‘ te : adjo 
Ha essen pas Septem ef om teas } another question pending? laughter.) : 
5 mati , a ot i a d a id h . h . etiies The SPEAKER. It is before the House. It Mr. HUGHES. 1| move that the House do Me 
on 18 not in orde 2 sus- ° : : - ‘ | 
tained in his alien b ao tis 2 plea age ll would be necessary for the gentleman from Illinois |W adjourn; and on that motion I demand the A 
cieuiia i) Shy. gaginel ae toatl Rae, snd de || withdraw his demand for the previous ques- , Yeas and nays. an 
: ; tion before he could make an rdification, b he yeas and nays were ordered. befe 
clares the question, that there be a call of the thi ay Be eB pgm eats . 7 . T 
Seese the Chair thinks it would then be competent for Mr. CUMMING. Isthe motion of the geu ai 
— ‘Qn . i D i se. i 4 ; y i ? re just ~ 
adh CRIP Sn euhew exabecitats whither thé him ae purpose. Itis true there tleman from New York in order? We have jus ie 
House will not conform to precedents set by pre- are other propositions intervening. There is a |, voted down a similar motion. iti 
vious Congresses, | take an appeal from the de- motion for a call of the House, which must be The SPEAKER. The motion to adjourn isin ; 
dale tt Chair After the precedent which first put; but the Chair holds that it is still com- | order. Since the House last refused to adjourn j 
hae been quoted, | gree have a decision of the || Peten* for him to modify his motion. there has been a motion made for adjournment pes 
House upon the subject a RICHARDSON. I will then submit my || till Monday, a question of order, and an appeal ; 
“ ao : ; ; modification. from the decision of the Chair. It is narrowing 
> ’ . 4 ‘ . 4 
eee ce yet ae The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman with- | the question down pretty closely; but the Chait “a 
dine a clin ‘eins sd he will iiheat te. draw his demand for the previous question? holds the motion must be entertained. . 
— ee : ; ~ ae ES Mr. RICHARDSON. Ido. And I now so The question was taken; and the motion was a 
Che question will therefore be, ‘‘ Shall the deci- dif ' : : : 
sion of the Chair stand Gee’ taa tof the | modtfy My, motion as to close debate upon the decided inthe negative—yeas 71, nays 96. ‘ 
House?” air Stang as the judgment of the Nebraska bill in five minutes after its consideration So the House (at five minutes after eleven en 
Mr.SAGE. Upon that question I demand the shall have again been resumed in committee. o'clock) refused to adjourn. - 
yeas and nays f es Mr. DEAN. I move that the House do now TheSPEAKER. ‘The question now recurs 00 
Mr. COBB. Irt : adjourn. the motion to lay the appeal from the decision 0! 
eee the F — = atone a at r. WHEELER. Upon that motion I demand _ the Chair upon the table - 
} erp. spteah he sie ree ert oan ‘ oa a eas and nee: ani Mr. CAMPBELL. I demand the yeas and : 
No! ear him! e yeas and nays were ordere nays on that motion 
‘ , , . 199 : : "s ; 7 
pitcians the olive branch !"? and considerable _ The question was then taken; and ijgwas decided | he yeas and nays were ordered. we 
Mr HOUSTON biected in the negative—yeas 65, nays 78. | The question wasthen taken; and it was decided | 
USTUN objected. ae So the House refused to adjourn. in the affirmative—yeas 108, nays 33. 7" a 
Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois, also ob- Mr. MORGAN. I move that when the House So the appeal from the decision of the Chair 
jected. y adjourns, it be to meet on Monday next; and on |, was laid upon the table. I) 
fr. COBB. WhatI have to say is connected | that motion I demand the yeas and nays. Mr. MORGAN. I move that the House do as 





